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Presented is the final report of an Oregon study (for 
the 1975-77 biennium) to determine existing funding patterns for 
state special education programs «?.nd to suggest alternative formulas 
for state reimbursement of school district expenditures for 
handicapped children. After an introduction, major study findings 
(such as the need for clarification regarding reimbursable costs) are 
detailed. Discussed are the following study recommendations: the need 
to develop a procedure for auditing reimbursement claims, the need to 
adopt a cost concept and measurement technigue which provides a mere 
meaningful estimate of the excess cost of educating handicapped 
children, the need tc identify specific purposes and objectives of 
state financial aid, and the development of financial and statistical 
record keeping procedures. Two alternative reimbursement formulas to 
replace the current formula are proposed, one of viiich is an excess 
cost approach, while the second approach (which is advocated) is 
based on actual costs incurred (assuming controls for reporting costs 
are established). The financial and statistical data on which the 
recommendations are based are included in a series of tables covering 
cost by type of handicap^ costs for selected cost categories, costs 
and daily class hours per teacher by type of program, sources of 
funds, number of pupils and teachers by type of handicap, and regular 
program data. Appended are forms for such calculations as claiming 
reimbursement for the education of handicapped children and 
determining indirect cost per pupil. .(DB) 
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Dr. Verae A. Duncan 

Superintendent of Public Instruction 

Department of Education 

State of Oregon 

942 Lancaster Drive, N. E. 

Salem, Oregon 97310 

Dear Dr. Duncan: 

This report concludes our study of students and 
programs funded by State general fund grants to the school 
districts for the special education of handicapped children. 

The findings and recommendations in the report go 
somewhat beyond the scope of work defined in our contract with 
the Department of Education. We have elected to provide the 
extra information for two reasons: 

1. In order to properly interpret the data presented 
in this report, it is necessary to know the charac- 
teristics of the systems from which these data were 
developed. 

2. We believe that the findings and recommendations 
can be of significant assistance to you in complet- 
ing the effective implementation Senate Bill 157. 
Of course, the report also incluc the data speci- 
fied in the contract. 

Since the handicapped child program under Senate 
Bill 157 is still in its infancy, there are bound to be numerous 
problems and details which remain to be resolved. We have tried 
to maximize our contribution to the success of the program by 
identifying those problems which we observed and by making con- 
structive recommendations as to how these problems might be 
alleviated. 



Vrthur Young x Company 

Dr. Verne A. Duncan June 30, 1976 
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Some readei's may falsely perceive a negative tone in this 
report because the findings and recommendations tend to focus on 
problems. On the contrary, however, we have a very positive 
attitude toward the special education programs for handicapped 
children as a result of this study. This attitude is enhanced 
by the effort presently being expended both in the legislative 
and executive branches of State government in an attempt to ensure 
that the new law is implemented successfully. 

We wish to express our gratitude to the numerous indi- 
viduals who cooperated and assisted in making this study possible. 
We have been treated exceedingly well by everyone, both in the 
State Department of Education and in the 30 school districts and 
intermediate education districts visited during the study. 



Yours very truly, 
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I. INTRODUCTION 



A. PURPOSE AND SCOPE 

The purpose of this study was: 

to develop a variety of data regarding the number of 
students, the costs, and the sources of funding for 
programs supported by State general_jf,und grants to 
the school districts for the special education of 
handicapped children; and 

to suggest two alternative formulas for State reim- 
bursement of school district expenditures on behalf 
of handicapped children. 

These data and alternative formulas are intended to provide a 
basxs for decision making by the Department of Education and by 
the Oregon State Legislature. 

In addition to the data and information required by 
the formal contract for the study, this report includes other 
findings and recommendations that could assist in the effective 
implementation of the new administrative procedures which were 
developed pursuant to SB 157. 

It is important that the reader understand the scope of 
this study. Two other studies are underway which deal with differ- 
ent aspects of the same subject matter, and these independent 
efforts could easily be confused with one another. 

The scope of this study included the school district 
and intermediate education district special education ^programs 
which are eligible for State general fund grants-in-aid under the 
Department of Education budget line item entitled ^'handicapped 
children's programs (SB 157) general fund," for the 1975-1977 
biennium. 
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This study excluded special education programs which 
receive no funds from the budget line item identified above. 
Programs in this category include the regional programs for the 
deaf and the blind, federally-financed programs which are separately 
established by the school districts (usually Title I or Title VI 
programs), and proi^rams which are excluded from receipt of Depart- 
ment of Education funds by virtue of being supported by other 
State agencies, such as the Mental Health Division (for example, 
programs for the trainable mentally retarded). 

The Task Force on Special Education is presently seeking * 
to determine the costs and funding of most of the programs not 
covered by this study, including the regional and federal programs, 
and other special educational services which are funded exclusively 
by the Children's Services and Mental Health Divisions of the 
Department of Human Resources. 

Finally, the study entitled "state master plan for 
special education in Oregon," while not charged with the gather- 
ing of cost and funding data per se, is developing recommendations 
for the design of a system to collect these and other data on an 
ongoing basis, and is developing a plan to finance special educa- 
tion services for all handicapped children. 



B. BACKGROUND 

The goal of Oregon's special education 
program is to restore the handicapped 
child to full participation in the 
regular school program without further 
special education assistance. If this 
is not possible, the goal then is to 
minimize the handicap so the child can 
function with as little special educa- 
tion assistance as possible* 

Special Education 
Programs in Oregon , 

Oregon Board of Education, 1971. 
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According to the Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS 343.035), 
the term "'handicapped children* includes all persons under 21 
years of age who require special education in order to obtain the 
education of which they are capable, because of mental, physical, 
emotional, or learning problems. These groups include, but are 
not limited to those categories that have traditionally been 
designated: mentally retarded, socially or emotionally maladjusted, 
emotionally handicapped, blind, partially sighted, deaf, hard of 
hearing, speech defective, physically handicapped or chronically 
ill, extreme learning problems, learrxing disabilities, or indi- 
viduals who are pregnant.'' 

Special education and related special services for the 
handicapped include "special instruction for handicapped children 
in or in addition to regular classes, special classes, special 
schools, special services, home instruction and hospital instruc- 
tion. ... transportation , reader service, volunteer services to 
enhance special education programs, special equipment, psychometric 
testing, and such other materials and services as are approved by 
the Superintendent of Public Instruction.'' 

The task of providing special education for handicapped 
children in Oregon is carried out through an amalgam of agencies, 
including the State Department of Education, the local school 
districts, the intermediate education districts (lEDs), and numer- 
ous private agencies. Also involved in various ways are the 
federal government and the Division of Mental Health, the Child 
Services Division, and the Department of Vocational Rehabilitation 
of the State of Oregon. The responsibilities of each participant 
agency are defined in federal legislation, in the Oregon Revised 
Statutes (ORS), in the Oregon Administrative Rules (OAR), and in 
numerous contracts, agreements, and other documents established 
for that purpose. 

As might be expected, based on the number of partici- 
pating agencies, the funding of special education programs for 
handicapped children involves a net^vork of direct and indirect 
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grants, contract payments, interdistrict funds transfers, cost 
reimbursement payments, and so forth. 

Senate Bill 157 was passed by the Oregon Legislative 
Assembly during the 1975 regular session. The purpose of the 
bill was to expand the opportunities for handicapped children 
to receive a proper education and, at the same time, to improve 
the organization, administration, and financing of special educa- 
tion programs. Chapter 343 of the Oregon Revised Statutes contains 
the provisions enacted by the bill. - * * - - 

SB 157 combined into one act the several existing 
statutes pertaining to the handicapped child, mentally retarded 
and emotionally handicapped programs. The types of expendituies 
incurred for special education which are eligible for partial 
reimbursement were expanded and also extended to programs serving 
handicapped children heretofore ineligible for such financial 
assistance. In so doing, the local school districts have been 
given an incentive to provide educational opportunities to a 
broader spectrum of handicapped students. Financial support for 
increased services for the handicapped was authorized as were 
other measures intended to protect the interests of handicapped 
chiloren. 

SB 157 modified the "formula" whereby the State Depart- 
ment of Education provides financial assistance to school districts 
and lEDs for handicapped child programs. Whereas previously, the 
reimbursement formula in effect depended on the handicap of the 
student served and/or on the mode of instruction, there is now a 
single formula covering all programs. 

Fiscal year 1976 is the first full year for the handi- 
capped child program under Senate Bill 157. School districts and 
lEDs desiring to receive special education grants from the ^State 
must file the necessary claim forms by October 1, 1976. 
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METHODOLOGY 

To develop the data for this study, a sample of 24 school 
districts anl 6 intermediate education districts were visited. 
These 30 districts accounted for more than half of the Siate's 
expenditures under the handicapped child program during fiscal 
year 1974. 

During the site visits, we interviewed district personnel 
such as the directors of special education, business managers, and 
in some cases, district superintendents. The purpose of the inter- 
views was to obtain both general and specific information about 
district special education programs. We collected budgets, 
financial reports, State reimbursement claim forms, projected 
activities and cost statements, proposed plans for special educa- 
tion, statistical reports, descriptive program narratives, and 
numerous other documents containing relevant data and information. 
Before leaving the district, we reviewed these documents with the 
appropriate district personnel in order to fill information gaps, 
clarify inconsistencies and develop further detail wherever needed. 

Oregon Administrative Rule (OAR) 22-185 established the 
"formula" for claimable costs pursuant to SB 157. The claimable 
items identified in the formula were used as a framework in the 
development of cost estimates for each of the districts sampled. 

We attempted to employ consistent cost definitions from 
year to year, although this was difficult to accomplish in many 
cases because of interim changes in district record keeping. 
These costs were developed for fiscal year& 1975 (actual costs, 
wherever available), 1976 (budgeted costs, modified in some 
instances for known deviations) and 1977 (adopted or approved 
budget, depending upon availability). Several of the 1977 budgets 
failed to receive voter approval but were nonetheless used in this 
study because they represented the most recent information avail- 
able. 



Estimated costs for fiscal year 1978 represent a simple 
extrapolation of estimated fiscal year 1977 costs, on a statewide 
basis, using recent cost inflation trends. The scope of this 
study did not provide for the develop' , led program and 

cost assumptions that would be neciimm^'^ "»rmal forecast. 

In fact, there is currently no actual; c:acerning the impact 

of SB 157 nor the effect of the major new federal legislation 
(Public Law 94-142); hence, a forecast of costs beyond fiscal year 
1977 would contain substantial uncertainty. 



D. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

This section presents a list of the findings and recom- 
mendations developed in the study. Supporting documentation and 
elaboration of each finding and recommendation can be found 
beginning with the page reference noted in the right margin. 

Page 

1. Findings Reference 

a. While SB 157 is clearly an improvement II-l 
over prior statutes and can lead even- 
tually to an effective funding formula 

for special education programs, consid - 
erable development and refinement of 
administrative procedures is needed 
before this objective can be achieved. 

b. The attitudes of special education II-l 
administrators at both the State and 

school district levels appear con- 
ducive to successful development and 
refinement of the funding formula. 

c. We have found no clear statement of II-2 
the purpose and objectives of State 

grants to school districts for special 
education programs, and hence, lack 
the single most important criterion 
for evaluating the funding formula. 
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Page 
Reference 

d. Clarification is needed as to what II-4 
costs are reimbursable under OAR 22- 

185 and specifically how the amounts 
are to be calculated. Without furti 
clarification, uniform anf^ j|c*'''»TatG 
reporting of costs cannot be antici - 
pated. 

e. Present school district data syst ems II-8 
are generally inadequate for accurate 
reporting of financial and statistical 
information concerning special educa- 
tion programs. 

f. The cost and pupil data reported by 11-10 
districts on the fiscal year 1976 

"projected activities and cost state- 
ment" (PACS) contain numerous signifi- 
cant errors and/or inconsistencies and 
are not reliable for use except at a 
very general level. 

g. The State has no effective procedures 11-11 
for auditing reimbursement claims to 

ensure that- special education funds are 
distributed in accordance with the 
intent of SB 157; consequently, it 
seems likely that a maldistribution 
of these funds will occur this year 
with a greater-than-warranted portion 
going to the more aggressive districts 
and to those whose errors are, fortui- 
tously, in their own favor. 
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Page 
Reference 



h. The term ^'regular per capita cost," 11-12 
which is commonly used by the State 
Department of Education, does not 
represent the cost of educating a 
nonhandicapped ch^'" ^ Further, if 
limited to cost tion provided 

with the reim claim form , 

NO MEANINGFUL CObx iilR PUPIL CAN BE 
COMPUTED FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN. 



Recommendations 

a. The state master planning study III-l 
currently in process should give 

priority attention to identifying 
the specific purpose and objectives 
of State financial participation in 
tlie school district special education 
programs. 

b. The State Department of Education III-l 
should decide either (1) to develop 

an effective procedure for auditing 
reimbursement claims submitted by 
the school districts or^ (2) to 
abandon the approach to funding which 
is based upon actual costs incurred. 
Assuming that the decision is to 
develop an audit procedure, then 

c. Adopt a cost concept and measurement II 1-3 
technique which provides a more mean - 
ingful estimate of the "true" excess 

cost of educating handicapped children 
in comparison with nonhandicapped 
children. 
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d. 



Develop ^.he necessary financial and 
statistical record -keeping procedures 



III-6 



to support the reimbursement system; 
incorporate these procedures intc an 



instruction manual for school and 



intermediate '^^^ucation districts. 



E. SUMMARY OF FINANCIAL AND STATIS T ICAL Cj^TA 

Exhibit I on the following page summarizes the data with 
regard to funding, costs, and children served in the special educa- 
tion programs sampled in the study. 

The exhibit contains the following information: 

1. Table A - Cost by Type of Handicap 

Total claimable cost, number of pupils, and cost per 
pupil for several major classes of handicapping condition, fiscal 
years 1975 through 1977. 

2. Table B - Costs for Selected Cost Categories 

Salaries and fringe benefits paid to directors and super- 
visors of education and to their secretaries; cost per teacher for 
itinerant travel; special transportation and supplies costs. 

3. Table C - Costs and Daily Class Hours per Teacher 
by Type of Program 

Costs and daily class hours aggregated by major program 
al ' ?rnatives , such as the special class, resource room, home 
instruction, etc. 

4. Table D - Sources of Funds 

A breakdown of sources and amounts of funds for school 
district and lED special education programs receiving grants-in- 
aid under SB 157. 
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5. Table E - Pupils and Teachers by Type of Handicap 

Reported number of pupils served and teachers employed 
(PTEs) for several major classes of handicapping condition. 

6. Table F - Regular Program Data 

A variety of data pertaining to nonhandicapped children. 

The tables in Exhibit I were obtained by totaling the 
corresponding data for all d icts in the sample. 
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EXHIBIT I-A 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 
SAMPLE DISTRICT TOTALS 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 









A. COST BY TYPE or HANDICAP* 












B. COSTS FOR SELECTED COST CATEGORIES 






7I8CAL TEAR 1975 




riSCKL YK^R 1976 








FISaL YEAR 1977 












CUlllAfiLE 


xiiiiBER or 


COST PER 


CUiiiABLE 


NUMBER or 


COST PER 




CUIMABLE 


NUMBER OF 


COST PER 
PUPIL 




FISCAL YEARS 






COSTS 


PVI^ILS 


mi 


COSTS 


PVPILS 


nirlb 




COSTS 


npILS 


CATEGORY 1975 


1976 


1977 


Hucable MOttUy 
retarded 


$ 3,762,489 


2,528 


$1,486 


$ 4,017,644 


2,139 


$1,876 


$ 4,331,048 


2,147 


$2,017 


Adfllnistrative salaries and benefits $613,686 


$1,061,301 


$1,153,435 


btraie leuDlof 
pnbltu 


2,6!I0,294 


11,531 


233 


2,897,731 


13,110 


221 




3,369,073 


13,246 ^ 


254 


Itinerant teacher travel cost per^ 
teacher 209 


234 


273 


SpMCb 


1,788,116 


8,408 


213 


1,827,429 


9,014 


203 




1,980,070 


9,132 


217 


Special supplies and equipient^ 
cost per pupil KM 


R3S 


16.20 


BKtloniUy diiturlwd 


1,165,420 


784 


1,487 


1,563,366 


1,344 ' 


1,163 




1,797,389 


1,378 


1,304 


Transportation cost per pupil^ 92 


94 


89 


HoMbouod 


272,717 


515 


530 


435,!I56 


531 


821 




464,020 


540 


839 








Other 


869,564 


1.028 




2,770,171 


1.273 






3,076,423 


1.365 










SAJIPLE mhi 


$lQi548.6QQ 


24,794 


$ 425 


$13.512,297 


27,411 


$ 493 


$15,018,023 


27,828 


$ 540 








Statewide estlmte^ 


$17,013,870 






$21,794,030 




$ 


4,222,620 












C. COSTS AHD DAILV CLASS » 


OURS PER mCHEH BY TYPE 0? 


PROGltAll 














D. SOURCE or FUNDS 
FISCAL YEAR hi'^ FISCAL YEAR 1976 








COSTS BY FlSai TEAR 


DAILY CLASS HOURS 
PER TEACHER (EST.) 












FISCAL YEAR 19?7 


TYPE OF PR06IUH 


1975 


1976 


1977 










SOURCE 


flJCUNT PBBCBNT^ AHOUST PERCENT^ 


AMOUNT 


PBfiCENl^ 


Special cUsB 


$ 3,842,223 


$4,411,303 


$ 4,845,075 


5 












Generil diitrlct^ 


$ 8,463,590 B0.2 $11,257,517 83.3 


$11,383,756 


75.8 


ResDurce rooB 


1,217,297 


1,501,118 


1,903,325 


5 












Federal sranta 


23,876 0.2 33,768 0.3 


45,827 


0.3 


Itinerant teacher 


3,209,320 


4,482,078 


4,874,407 


4,1 












TliltloD froi other districts 61,191 0.6 41,705 6.3 


43,500 


0.3 


Hoae Instruction 


251,582 


386,947 


414,844 














SDE ipeclal educitios grants 1,976,265 18.7 2,147,492 15.9 


3,488,240 


23.2 


!\iitloalnK 


16,848 


•1,547 


68,254 














Other 


23J^/8 0.2 31,815 0.2 


_ .56,700 


0.4 


School psychologists 


333,138 


507,065 


545,664 














lOTAL 


$10,548,600 99.9 $13,512,297 100.0 


$15,018,023 


100.9 


Pupil transportation 


420,025 


553,571 


588,574 






















AdiinistntiOD 

Other 

TOTAL 


813,686 
444,4811 
$10.548,600 


1,061,301 
■547,367 
$13,512,297 


' 1,153,435 
624,445 
$15.018,023 














^ Includes local and interaedlate sources and SDE grants , excluding restricted grants-in-aid 
pertaining to the special education of handicapped children. 

2 

Percentages uy not total 100 due to rounding. 





r. REGULAR PROGRAK MTA 



E. PUPILS AND TBCHERS BY TYPE OF HANDICAP 



FISCAL YEAR 1975 



HANDICAP 



Educable sentally 
retarded [AOI] 

Extrene learning 



PUPIL/ 
TEACHER 

PUPILS . mCHERS RATIO 



riSCAL YEAR 1976 



FISCAL YEAR 1977 



2,228,8 



208.2 



10.7 



PUPILS 



1,806,3 



mill 

TEACHER 
TEACHERS RATIO 



PUPIL/ 
TEACHER 

PUPILS TEACHERS RATIO 



191.1 



9.5 



1,816.9 



189.6 



9.6 



probleias 


11.531.0 


149.7 


77.0 


13,110.0 


163.0 


80.4 


13,246.0 


170.0 


77,9 


Speech 


8,408.0 


113,4 


74.1 


9,014.0 


126.8 


71.1 


9,132,0 


128.7 


71.0 


Enotlonally disturbed 


784.0 


52.6 


14.9 


1,344.0 


58,3 


23.1 


1,378.0 


59.3 


23.2 



ITEK 


1975 


FISCAL YEARS 
1976 


1977 


Pupils (ADM) 


205,987.8 


206,096,8 


202,784.0 


ClassrooD teachers (FTG) 


8,910.9 


9,079.0 


8,908,9 


Teacher/pupil ratio 


23.1 


22,7 


22.8 


M operating cost per pupll*^ 


$1,177 


$1,303 


$1,447 


Transportation cost per pupll^ 


$48 


$54 


$64 


Instructional supplies and 









equlpoeot cost per pupil 



$53 



$54 



Includes allocation of program administrative expense, 

Assumes that the 1976 ratio of sample costs to statedde costs holds for all years (computed from the Projected Activities and Cost Statements 
O ' by the districts), 

the districts surveyed, 



EXHIBIT I-B 



ESTIMATED COSTS 
FISCAL YEAR 1978 



HANDICAP 



EMR 

ELP 

Speech 

ED 

Home 

Other 

Total Sample 
Statewide Estimate 



ESTIMATED^ 
CLAIBIABLE 
COSTS 

$ 4,880,000 
3,670,000 
2,230,000 
1,970,000 
530,000 
3.420.000 

$ 16,700.000 

$26,940,000 



PERCENT OF 
SAMPLE 
TOTAL 

29.2 
22.0 
13.3 
11.8 
3.2 
20.5 



100.0 



Ma.jor Underlying Assumptions 

1. Total costs increase at the percentage rate of the preceding 
year. 

2. The cost for each handicapping condition bears the same 
proportional relationship to the total costs as in the two 
preceding years combined. 



3. The statewide estimate assumes that the fiscal year 1978 
ratio of sample costs to statewide costs will approximate 
the fiscal year 1976 ratio as computed from the Projected 
Activities and Cost Statements submitted by the districts. 



Rounded to the nearest $10,000. 
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II. STUDY FINDINGS 



A. FINDING: While SB 157 is clearly an improvement over :&rior 
statutes and can lead eventually to an effective funding 
formula for special education programs ^ considerable devel- 
opment and refinement of administrative procedures is 
needed before this objective can be achieved . 

Senate Bill 157 unites special education programs for 
handicapped children under a single statute and uniform set of 
regulations. This unification was a necessary first step in the 
development of consistent and equitable programs for children 
with special needs. The State's comn».ltment to fulfilling these 
needs is further demonstrated by the current activities of the 
Interim Committee on Human Resources, by the work of the Task 
Force on Special Education, and by the funding of two separate 
studies to deal with the planning and financing aspects of 
special programs. 

From the standpoint of program financing, however, our 
study indicates that much remains to be done. This report describes 
the areas in which further development is needed and presents recom- 
mended approaches to the task. 

B. FINDING: The attitudes of special education administrators 
at both the State and school district levels appear conducive 
to successful development and refinement of the funding 
formula. 

We have been very impressed with the positive attitudes 
of special education administrators as demonstrated on numerous 
occasions during the course of this study. They are interested in 



examining problems objectively and in seeking creative solutions. 
This healthy attitude provides good reason to expect that the 
difficulties identified in this study can be resolved. 



C. FINDING: We have found no clear statement of the purpose 
and objectives of State grants to school districts for 
special education programs, and hence, lack the single 
most important criterion for evaluating the funding formula . 

A funding formula which is well suited to one purpose 
may be entirely unsuited to another. Therefore, it is essential 
that the State funding formula be finalized only after defining 
the purpose(s) which such funding is intended to achieve. 

To illustrate, recent federal legislation encourages 
the education of handicapped children in the "least restrictive 
setting,'' that is, with maximum integration into the regular 
school programs, consistent with the child's needs. Under the 
former handicapped child law in Oregon, however. State grants to 
school districts encouraged the opposite approach. The highest 
degree of funding was provided to programs which isolated the 
handicapped child in a separate ''special class." OAR 22-185, 
which established the State funding formula pursuant to SB 157, 
no longer encourages the isolation of handicapped children. On 
the other hand, neither does it specifically encourage the "least 
restrictive setting. " 

Numerous objectives are possible for State financing 
of school district special education programs. Some examples of 
different objectives and their implications for funding formulas 
are : 

1. To encourage the development of new programs for handi- 
capped children not presently served or considered 
underserved in a given school district (new programs 
might be funded at a higher percentage of actual costs 
incurred ) . 
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2. To encourage preferred approaches to providing special 
education (for example, if it were determined that a 
resource room model is preferable to a special class 
for serving children with certain handicaps, then the 
State might provide a higher level of funding for the 
resource room approach). 

3. To encourage maximum effort to attract federal funds 
for the oupport of special education programs (the 
State might provide a higher level of support to 
districts which receive federal funds). 

4. To provide equity of opportunity to handicapped children 
throughout the State (the disbursement of State special 
education funds might follow an equalization formula, 
perhaps similar to the distribution of basic school 
support). 

5. To encourage the operation of programs at the county 
rather than at the school district level in those ca^es 
where the school districts are considered too small to 
support adequate programs on their own. <The lEDs 
might receive proportionately higher reimbursement in 
these cases.) 

As these examples illustrate, the selection of objectives 
is vitally important to the selection of a funding formula. It 
appears to us that this relationship has not been adequately 
recognized thus far in the development of the formulas. 

The contract for this study required the development of 
two alternative approaches to State funding of school district 
special education programs. The two alternatives are presented 
in Section IV of this report. Lacking a clear statement of State 
funding objectives, we were forced to base the development of 
these formulas on other, less satisfactory, criteria. 
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D. FINDING; Clarification is needed as to what costs are 



reimbursable under OAR 22-185 and specifically how the 
amounts are to be calculated* Without further clarification , 
uniform and accurate reporting of costs cannot be anticipated. 

The first requirement for an effective cost reimbursement 
syster. is clear, explicit, and workable definitions of reimbursable 
cost elements. These definitions must include a specific procedure 
for calculating each element. Insofar as practicable, the proce- 
dure should begin with data maintained in separate accounts wit.hin 
the regular school district accounting system. 

We find that the current definitions of claimable costs 
are highly ambiguous and that no computational procedures are pro- 
vided for any of the cost elements. The lack of clear definitions 
and computational procedures will lead to inaccurate and inconsistent 
reporting of expenditures by the districts and, consequently, to a 
maldistribution of State special education funds among the districts . 
Further, the reports cannot be audited in a consistent and objective 
fashion without clear definitions of claimable costs. 

A summary of our specific observations and questions with 
regard to cost definitions follows. We indicate how we expect the 
school districts to interpret the various cost elements in preparing 
their claims for fiscal year 1976 if no steps are taken to clarify 
the issues discussed. This expectation is based primarily upon 
our review of the fiscal year 1976 "projected activity and cost 
statements" (PACS) with district personnel and upon our observation 
that the instructions accompanying the claim forms are inadequate. 

1. Salary and Benefits Costs 

According to OAR 22-185, the salary of a supervisor or 
director of special education is reimbursable only if that person 
works "full time in supervising the special education program. " 
As a practical matter, very few directors or supervisors meet this 
full-time requirement. In the larger districts, the directors of 
special education generally supervise programs for nonhandicapped 



children, such as guidance and counseling, school nurse, able and 
gifted, English as a second language, etc. In the smaller districts, 
the directors act as supervisors on a part-time basis and as teachers, 
testing specialists, etc. , during their nonsupervisory time. If the 
full-time requirement is taken literally, the salaries and berf?fits 
of the large majority of special education directors are not claim- -' 
f bTe costs. 

Most districts will probably claim the director's full 
salary, although at least one major district did not record any 
of the director's salary on its fiscal year 1976 PACS. 

OAR 22-185 does not specify how to compute salary expense 
for personnel who work part time in a handicapped child program. 
This omission is very significant for several reasons. First, the 
claim forms make frequent reference to "portion of salary paid," 
implying that a district can claim the full salary only for persons 
who are involved with handicapped children on a full-time basis. 
Second, very few districts have any basis for apportioning salaries, 
other than to guess. Third, unless the State specifies a procedure 
for prorating salaries of part-time personnel, the school districts 
will vary in the methods employed and, hence, in the costs reported 
for reimbursement. Fourth, without a specific procedure and docu- 
mentation requirement for apportioning salaries, the salary costs 
which districts report are not auditable, and the State will have 
little recourse but to reimburse districts on the amount they 
report. 

The school districts will vary considerably in how they 
compute salary expense, some claiming full salary, some prorating 
(mostly on the basis of a guess), and some not claiming the expense 
at all. 

The claim forms state that teachers must hold credentials 
"appropriate for the special education assignment," but do not state 
which credentials are appropriate to which assignments. 
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2. Travel Costs 

OAR 22-185 states that travel mileage expense is 
reimbursable for "itinerant teachers, home teachers, and aides 
in providing instructional t^rvices to eligible handicapped 
children." Thus, it would appear that travel expense is not 
claimable for the director of special education, for the school 
psychologist, for any other nonitinerant personnel, or for itin- 
erant personnel in the case of noninstructional travel expense. 
Most districts will probably ignore these distinctions and claim 
all in-district travel expense for all special education personnel. 

3. Supplies Costs 

The administrative rule states that in order to claim 
reimbursement for special supplies, school districts "murt be 
able to show that they supplied eligible handicapped children 
in excess of their regular per capita supply expenditure." 
How this is to be shown — that is, the procedure for computing 
and documenting the claimable expense — is not described. 

The definition is ambiguous as to whether the excess 
cost computation should include the cost of all supplies necessary 
for the instruction of handicapped children, including supplies 
pertaining to the "regular" portion of their education, or whether 
it should include the cost of "special" supplies only. 

Lastly, no criteria are given for determining which 
supplies are "necessary" for the instruction of handicapped 
children. 

We suspect that school districts will vary in their 
approach to claiming supplies costs, with most claiming the total 
cost of "special" supplies ^ including some noninstructional supplies, 
but not including the "regular" supplies used by handici^pped children. 
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4. Contracted Services from Other School Districts 

OAR 22-185 states that the "providing school district 
shall make the claim for State reimbursement for special educa- 
tion services provided to nonresident handicapped children and 
shall maKe an adjustment for the tuition charged to the sending 
district. " 

The claim form, on the other hand, refers to the cost 
of contracted services involving other school districts within 
the same category as the cost of contracted services from public 
and private agencies. This is confusing because the sending 
district claims the cost for handicapped children served by public 
or private agencies. Further, the claim form makes no statement 
regarding tuition adjustments. 

We strongly suspect that the sending rather than the 
providing districts will claim the cost of contracted services 
although the claim will probably be limited to the amount which 
exceeds the regular per capita cost in the sending district. 
The providing districts most likely will neglect to show tuition 
received as a reduction in claimable costs, since the claim form 
does not clearly require them to do so. 

5. Contracted Services from Private Agencies 

According to this provision, the district may claim 
the cost of tuitioning resident eligible handicapped children 
to an approved private school in the amount that the tuition 
cost "exceeds the regular per capita cost of educating nonhandi- 
capped children in the resident district." The method for cal- 
culating the cost of educating nonhandicapped children is not 
described. As discussed below under Finding I, the commonly- 
used term "regular per capita cost" is not the average cost of 
educating nonhandicapped children. In addition, no policy or 
procedure is stated regarding the claimable cost for pupils 
tuitioned to private schools for less than the full school year. 
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Some districts will probably claim the full cost of 
tuition this year, but most will probably deduct the "regular 
per capita cost," not the cost of educating nonhandicapped 
children, in computing the claim. 

6. Transportation of Handicapped Children 

OAR 22-185 gives no guidance whatsoever as to how 
special transportation costs are to be computed. Transportation 
costs estimated on the PACS for this year varied widely among the 
districts and often represented an amount second only to the 
salaries and benefits expense. We suspect that this variation 
in estimated costs was due to differences in method of computation 
as much as to differences in the actual expense itself. 

In the case of districts which employ regular vehicles 
oil special runs to transport handicapped children, the estimated 
costs will be quite arbitrarily determined. For example, in one 
district, we obtained two estimates of current year transportation 
expense. These estimates differed from one another by nearly 40 
percent ! 

^' FINDING: Present school district data systems are generally 

inadequate for accurate reporting of financial and statistical 
informatio n concerning special education programs . 

Few districts maintain a complete set of special educa- 
tion accounts on their books, even for the minimal number of cost 
categories claimable under the former laws. In order to prepare 
the reimbursement claim in prior years, district personnel usually 
would turn to basic documents such as payroll records and vendor 
invoices in order to develop the required information. Sometimes 
reported costs would be mere guesses, unsupported by any documen- 
tation. Worksheets are not retained by most districts, so it is 
difficult, if not impossible, to verify many of . the claim amounts. 
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The reimbursement claim might be prepared in part by 
the director of special education, in part by a secretary, in 
part by the business office, in part by the district transportation 
office, and in part by the teachers themselves. As one might expect, 
such a procedure is not likely to produce uniform and accurate 
results. This is evident from the completed claim forms and pro- 
jected cost statements, in which errors or inconsistencies can 
often be identified by cros-^checking with other data sources, 
such as budgets and financial statements. 

With the new claimable costs under SB 157, the situation 
has worsened. Since more costs are claimable, and since the 
approved cost elements do not correspond exactly to the spectrum 
of school district accounts, it will be even more difficult for 
districts to prepare accurate claims. Moreover, the State will 
be less able to identify errors and^ hence, to ensure a proper 
distribution of State special education funds . 

The district statistical data on pupils served are far 
weaker, even, than are the financial data pertaining to special 
education programs. We question the reliability of many statistics 
reported to the Department of Education. in one district in our 
sample, the statistics of children served included resiaents of 
the school district even though the actual service v;as provided 
by the lED, la another case, almost 50 percent of the speech 
and hearing handicapped children served were not included in any 
statistical report subrJtted to the Department. Another district 
counted pupils served as of January 1 and, hence, reported only 
about two-thirds of the handicapped children actually served during 
the year. The number and variety of these examples identified in 
the study could fill several pages. 
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^- FINDING : The cost and pupil data reported by districts on 

the fiscal year 1976 '^projected activities and cost statement " 
(PACS) contain numerous significant errors and/or inconsis- 
tencies and are not reliable for use except at a very general 
level. 

We strongly advise that the pupils served section of the 
PACS (fiscal year 1976) be ignored, since it contains large errors 
or inconsistencies in many districts. Sometimes the data repre- 
sent a full year, sometimes a part year; sometimes an average 
daily membership, sometimes a total enrollment; sometimes a count 
of handicapped children served by school district state-financed 
programs only, sometimes a count of all handicapped children 
served by all programs including federal and regional. Conse- 
quently, interdistrict comparisons based on these data are mean- 
ingless, as are comparisons of "actual" pupils served with esti- 
mates of children who should be eligible for service. 

The cost data on the 1976 PACS are also unreliable, 
although not nearly to the same extent as the pupils served data. 
The total costs estimated for the State as a whole, based on these 
reports, may be fairly reliable. This is a subjective judgment 
based on the impression we received from a close review of the 
forms filed by 30 districts. The errors, though numerous, appeared 
to be fairly random; that is, there seemed to be no general tendency 
for districts to overestimate costs rather than to underestimate 
them, or vice versa. 

We hasten to state that we found no reason to believe 
that errors in the PACS represent an attempt to defraud the 
Department. Rather, many errors resulted from unf amiliarity 
with the forms and procedures, accompanied by inadequate instruc- 
tions and unclear definitions of claimable costs. 

Typical errors in the costs represented on the PACS 
include: (assuming that our interpretation of claimable costs 
is correct; see Finding D above): 
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Inclusion of some costs of TMR programs and federal 
Title I programs (an error of over $200,000 in one 
district ) . 



Omission of aides' salaries (an error of over $25,000 
in one district). 

Inclusion of travel expenses of directors of special 
education and other personnel who are not, strictly 
speaking, itinerant teachers, home teachers, or aides. 

- Omission of costs of medical exams for determining 
eligibility. 

Inclusion of the full salaries for teachers who spend 
only part of their time with handicapped children. 

Inclusion of salaries of teachers who are not properly 
certificated. 

Exclusion of certain claimable supplies and equipment 
costs which are contained in building rather than in 
special education budgets. 

- Omission of tuition received from other districts as 

a cost offset (an error of over $40,000 in one district). 

It is important to realize that the claim forms this year 
are likely to contain as many errors as the projected cost state - 
ments . Of course, these errors are due in part to the fact that 
fiscal year 1976 is the first year under the procedures developed 
pursuant to SB 157. Nevertheless, as long as the definitions and 
computational procedures remain ambiguous, the district data 
systems remain inadequate, and the State has no effective audit 
procedure, we expect that the error rate will remain unacceptabiy 
high. 



G. FINDING: The State has no effective procedures for auditing 
reimbursen^ent claims to ensure that special education funds 
are distributed in accordance with the intent of SB 157 ; 
consequently > it seems likely that a maldistribution of these 
funds will occur this year, with a greater-than-warranted 
portion going to the more aggressive districts and to those 
whose errors are, fortuitously, in their own favor . 
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As in the past, current procedures for auditing district 
reimbursement claims are minimal. The result is that nonobvious 
errors in the claims are likely to go undetected and result in 
overpayment or underpayment to the claiming district. it should 
be emphasized that the lack of sound audit procedures is much 
more significant now than it was in the past. Claimable costs in 
prior years consisted of very few items compared to the claimable 
costs under SB 157 and OAR 22-185. The supporting documentation 
submitted with the claim form was never adequate, but is even less 
so now because of the larger number of claimable items. ^ 

Further, although claim forms have, in the past, been 
reviewed in Salem and corrected whenever errors were identified, 
few if any field test procedures were employed. Because of the 
other problems identified in this report, namely, the lack of clear 
definitions of claimable costs and the inadequacy of the data sys- 
tems in many districts (for this purpose), it is difficult to be 
confident that the claims or the PACS forms are accurate, even 
with some field testing and c orrection as was done during this 
study. 

Our recommendations (pages III-l through I I 1-9) address 
the audit issue and suggest alternative courses that the Department 
might follow. 



FINDING : The term " regular per capita cost," as commonly 

used, does not represent the cost of educating a nonhandj capped 

Further, if limite d to the information provided with 

the reimbursement cl aim form^ NO MEANINGFUL COST PER PUPIL 
CAN BE COMPUTED FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN . 

The net operating expenditures of a school district 
divided by its total average daily membership (ADM) is referred 

to as the '[regular per capita cost" and is often used to measure 

the cost of (educating a nonhandicapped child. Actually, however, 
the net operating expenditures include the cost of educating both 
handicapped and nonhandicapped children. Further, the district 
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ADM usually includes some handicapped children who spend no time 
at all in the regular program. Consequently, the "regular per 
capita cost" is used incorrectly as the cost. of educating nonhandi 
capped children. 

An adequate measure of per capita costs for handicapped 
children is even more difficult to define. There is no natural 
educational "unit," such as an ADM, which applies across all handi 
capped child programs. In fact, the ADM is appropriate only in 
the case of a handicapped child who receive essentially all of hi 
education in a special class. Such cases seem to be an ever- 
decreasing minority of all handicapped children served by the 
school district special education programs. Thus, it seems appro- 
priate to question whether a meaningful cost per pupil for handi- 
capped children can be computed from the data currently reported 
by the school districts. 

We caution against comparing so-called per capita costs 
of educating handicapped versus nonhandicapped children, unless 
more accurate measures of these costs are employed. The compari- 
sons might be totally misleading and could lead to inappropriate 
decisions with regard to programs and financing. 

The procedure which we favor for measuring "excess 
costs," as described in Section IV of this report, does provide 
what we consider to be a meaningful comparison of per pupil costs 
between handicapped and nonhandicapped children. Unfortunately, 
school district data systems are currently inadequate for use of 
this procedure. Thus, it could not be employed to develop per 
capita cost comparisons for this report, except in the example 
calculation where assumptions were used in lieu of "hard" data. 

We believe that the recommended measurement procedure 
is feasible for the future, however, since required changes in 
school district data systems should be manageable. 
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III. RECOMMENDAT IONS 



III. RECOMMENDATIONS 



A- The state master planning study currently in process should 
give priority attention to identifying the specific purpose 
and objectives of State financial participation in the 
school district special education programs . 

As discussed on pages II-2 and II-3, an appropriate 
funding formula can be developed only after the purpose and 
objectives of the formula are identified. 

Item F in the request for proposal for the master 
planning study stated that the contractor would develop "a state- 
ment of major goals and objectives of the program for special 
education." To be useful in selecting and evaluating a funding 
formula, this statement should be as specific as possible with 
respect to the objectives of State financial participation. 
Examples of possible objectives are provided above on pages 
II-2 and II-3. 

B. The State Department of Education should decide either 

(1) to develop an effective procedure for auditing reim- 
bursement claims submitted by the school districts or 

(2) to abandon the approach to funding which is based 
upon actual costs incurred . 

We question whether school districts should be reim- 
bursed on the basis of reported actual costs, when the Depart- 
ment has no audit capability to ensure that these reports are 
consistent and accurate. Lacking this capability, the Depart- 
ment can provide no assurances that the special education funds 
are being disbursed fairly and in accord with stated policy. 
If the Department chooses not to conduct at least a minimum 
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level audit, then the school districts should be reimbursed on 
some basis which does not involve the reporting of actual costs. 
Legislative action might be required, however, since present 
statutes seem to mandate reimbursement based upon actual costs 
incurred. 

It is informative to consider the history of an analo- 
gous situation from another field, namely, the reimbursement of 
hospitals for service provided to persons covered by Medicare in 
Oregon. 

,A hospital which has been properly certified can claim 
reimbursement for the "allowed costs" of medical care provided 
to Medicare patients. In order to obtain reimbursement, the 
hospital files an annual cost report (in essence, a claim form). 

When the Medicare program was initiated about ten years 
ago, hospital people were quite confused as to how the cost reim- 
bursement amount should be computed. Further, hospital data sys- 
tems were generally inadequate to provide accurate information 
for completing the claim form. The result was that the cost 
reports filed by hospitals were frequently unreliable. 

The general process of Medicare reimbursement, as well 
as the problems faced when the program was new, are strikingly 
similar to the present status of State reimbursement for school 
district special education programs. 

In order that the Medicare funds might be disbursed 
properly in Oregon, an independent outside auditor was hired 
to audit all cost reports. This was a massive undertaking in 
the early years. However, as experience was gained and the early 
problems diminished, the audit procedure changed. At present, 
the agency which disburses the funds conducts its own audits. 
Moreover, it is no longer thought necessary to have detailed 
field audits of each and every hospital cost report. 
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During the years of experience under Medicare, the 
agency has accumulated extensive data on the program. Indices 
have been developed, based on these data, for use in screening 
hospital claim forms. The indices typically represent "normal" 
ranges for certain reported cost elements. In-depth field audits 
are normally conducted only for those hospitals whose claims 
appear "suspicious," that is, where certain reported costs lie 
outside normal ranges. 

In most essential aspects, the funding of special edu- 
cation for handicapped children in Oregon presents problems which 
are nearly identical to those experienced during the early years 
of Medicare. The need for effective audit procedures is appar- 
ent. For the special education program, the audit function could 
be conducted as an extension of the present school district audits, 
or possibly as a separate program within the Department, or by 
employing an external auditor. 

C. Adopt a cost concept and measurement technique which provides 
a more meaningful estimate of the "true" excess cost of educa- 
ting handicapped children in comparison with no nhandi capped 
children . 

Our understanding of the term "excess cost" is that it 
connotes the difference between the cost of educating a handi- 
capped child and the cost of educating a nonhandicapped child. 
Thus, if "X" is the average cost per pupil for handicapped children, 
and "y" is the average cost per pupil for nonhandicapped children, 
then the excess cost per pupil is simply "x" minus "y. " The con- 
cept is certainly straight-forward; the problem relates to the 
definitions and measures of "x" and "y. " 

One dimension of the problem concerns the difference 
between "actual" and "approved" costs. Under the former laws 
pertaining to the education of handicapped children, the approved 
costs — that is, the costs which a district could claim for State 
reimbursement — clearly represented only a portion of the actual 
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costs of special education. For example, the employee fringe benefit 
expense was not approved for reimbursement. The new definition of 
approved costs comes much closer to representing the actual costs 
of special programs. 

We have noted, however, a lingering tendency to ignore 
certain actual costs, such as the cost of space rented for special 
education programs. This seems to result from the confusion of 
two separate and distinct questions: 

What does special education actually cost? 

Which of the actual costs are appropriate for reim- 
bursement out of State special education funds? 

The former question is technical in nature; the latter is primarily 
a policy issue. » 

Much time can be wasted in fruitless discussion, for lack 
of recognizing the difference between these two questions. For 
example, we have heard argument as to whether the expense associated 
with inservice training for special education teachers is an excess 
cost. This argument is futile since the question is a technical 
one and can be answered only by taking appropriate measurements. 
That is, one must measure the cost per pupil of teacher inservice 
training associated with the education of handicapped children and 
compare the result with the corresponding measurement for nonhandi- 
capped children. Only then can one say whether inservice training 
represents an excess cost of educating handicapped children. More- 
over, what may represent an excess cost in one school district may 
not in another. 

The only aspect of this matter which can benefit from 
discussion, 5=ince it deals strictly with policy, is: should the 
amount (if any) of excess cost associated with teacher inservice 
training be approved for State reimbursement? 

These policy issues are complicated by the fact that 
school districts receive Basic School Support funds for handi- 
capped children, as well as special education funds. Thus, the 
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question arises as to whether a given cost element, for example, 
inservice training, is already reimbursed out of the basic funds 
and, hence, should not be approved for reimbursement as a cost 
of special education. 

We maintain, however, that the question of which costs 
are covered by Basic School Support arises solely because the 
definition of excess cost focuses only upon certain "special 
services," rather than upon all services provided to handicapped 
children by the schools. If the reader accepts the notion of 
excess cost which was stated at the beginninp: of this section 
(the difference between the cost of educating a handicapped child 
and the cost of educating a nonhandicapped child), then it follows 
that a new operational definition is needed which focuses on the 
child rather than on a limited set of services. This new defini- 
tion must include all costs of educating the handicapped child, 
that is, costs associated with the regular portion of the child's 
education, as well as the cost of special services. 

We strongly suspect that much of the controversy con- 
cerning what is or what is not an excess cost can be traced to 
a lack of understanding of these concepts. 

The definition of the term "pupil" for purposes of 
computing per pupil costs represents another complicating factor. 
Average daily membership (ADM) has been the traditional measure 
of pupils. However, this concept makes little sense for special 
education programs, per se, e^rcept in those cases where the handi- 
capped child is taught exclusively in the special class environment. 
Consequently, the list of approved costs developed pursuant to SB 
157 does not lend itself directly to a comparison of per pupil 
costs between handicapped and nonhandicapped children. 

Per pupil costs can be computed and compared, however, 
if the following steps are accomplished. First, the cost of the 
regular portion of the education of handicapped children must be 
added to the cost of the special portion. Second, the school 
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district ADM represented by all handicapped children served must be 
calculated. The average per pupil cost can then be determined by 
dividing the total cost of educating handicapped students by the 
school district ADM corresponding to handicapped children served. 
This per pupil cost figure can be compared to the per pupil cost 
of educating nonhandicapped children, provided that the calculation 
of t J latter specifically excludes the cost and the ADM associated 
with handicapped children, which it has not done in the past. A 
procedure for these calculations " is described and illustrated in 
Section IV of this report. 



Develop the necessary financial and statistical record keeping 
procedures to support the reimbursement system; incorporate 
these procedures into an instruction manual for school and 
intermediate education districts . 

1. Records Requirements 

Once an appropriate cost measurement formula has been 
adopted, the next step is to develop the financial and statistical 
record keeping capabilities needed to provide the data. The objec- 
tive is to support accurate and consistent reporting of special 
education costs and students from district to district and from 
year to year. Thus, a high degree of standardization is necessary. 
Further, school district records must provide the necessary controls 
so that reimbursement claims can be audited. 

The following diagram depicts how the financial and 
statistical records fit into the claim preparation process. 
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Step one is to develop an appropriate set of special 
education accounts for inclusion in the district accounting system. 
These accounts should have the following features: 

There would generally be at least one account for each 
claimable cost item, depending upon the number of sub- 
classifications desired (for example, costs by type of 
handicap). ^ 

there would be a uniform set of criteria to be used by 
all districts for the classification of individual 
transactions. 
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Adequate documentation would be maintained so that the 
cost reports could be audited. 



Preparation of the reimbursement claim would begin by 
transferring account balances to a worksheet; normally, 
it would not be necessary to refer to payroll records, 
vendor invoices, etc., to determine claimable amounts. 

In addition to financial records, the districts also 
must maintain certain statistical data pertaining to pupils and 
teachers. These data are required in order to: 

compute statistics on pupils served; 

calculate per pupil costs and reimbursement amounts; 
and 

determine pro rata salary amounts for teachers and 
other personnel who work part time in the special 
education program. 

These record keeping capabilities are described in 
greater detail in Section IV of this report, which presents 
alternative reimbursement formulas. 

2. Instruction Manual 

As discussed in Section II, instructions to school 
districts for completing reimbursement claims and for maintaining 
supporting documentation are presently inadequate. The cost defi- 
nitions are frequently ambiguous, and computational procedures are 
not provided. Until this situation is remedied, the Department 
cannot expect to receive accurate and consistent information on 
the reimbursement claim forms and other required reports. 

Minimally, the Department should develop a good instruc- 
tion manual for the school districts. The instruction manual 
should include the following: 

a. A general overview: purpose and nature of the 
record keeping requirements. 
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b. Clear definitions of claimable cost elements, 
supplemented by lists of specific examples. 

c. A list and description of special education 
accounts to be used by the district, including 
criteria for proper classification of transac- 
tions. 

d. A step-by-step procedure, complete with illus- 
trative examples, for completing the reimbursement 
claim. This procedure should be very specific and 
include worksheets to facilitate computations. 

e. Requirements for statistical data and records on 
pupils and teachers; that is, specification of data 
elements and forms, including examples of their use. 

f. Description of documentation required to support 
claims and other reports. 

In addition to the training manual, we recommend that 
the Department provide a training seminar for appropriate school 
district personnel to explain and to reinforce the provisions of 
the manual. We find that a manual is much more likely to be 
understood and followed if supported by occasional training semi- 
nars for the persons who will use it. 

The instruction manual should be viewed as an absolute 
requirement for a n effective reimbursement mechanism based on 
reported actual costs. Otherwise, we believe that the reported 
cost and statistical data will continue to be unreliable, and 
the State will have no assurance that the funds for school district 
special education programs will be properly distributed. 
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IV. ALTERNATIVE REIMBURSEMENT FORMULAS 



IV. ALTERNATIVE REIMBURSEMENT FORMULAS 



A. INTRODUCTION 

This section presents two alternative reimbursement 
formulas, either of which could replace the current lormula for 
State funding of school district programs for the special educa- 
tion of handicapped children. The first formula is an "excess 
cost'' approach which is based upon the cost concepts discussed 
in Section III-C. The second formula is not an excess cost 
approach; in fact, it is not based on actual costs incurred, 
nor on any index measure of the added costs of special programs. 
This second approach was selected because we believe that the 
school districts should not be reimbursed on the basis of actual 
costs incurred, unless the Department is willing to develop and 
use mechanisms which will support an effective cost reimbursement 
program . 

A wide variety of formulas are used across the country 
to disburse funds for the special education of handicapped chil- 
dren. These formulas are identified under such names as "unit 
support funding," "weighted per pupil reimbursement," "excess 
cost formulas," "personnel reimbursement models," "percentage 
reimbursement," and "straight sum reimbursement." Within each ot 
these categories, there is any number of variations on a general 
concept. Generally absent, however, is an evaluation of the for- 
mulas in relation to specific philosophies of special education 
and in relation to the ob,jectives of State financial participation 
in the implementation of these philosophies. Thus, other states 
appear to share the problem discussed in Section II-C, where we 
noted the lack of a clear statement of the purpose and objectives 



ERIC 



IV-l 



46 



of state financing for special education programs in Oregon, and 
the vital importance of such a statement to the selection of an 
appropriate reimbursement formula. 

Since we could not identify specific funding objectives, 
we were forced to use other criteria to develop the alternative 
formulas. For the "excess cost" model, we assumed the following: 

that an excess cost approach is appropriate to the 
philosophy and goals of special education for handi- 
capped children in Oregon; 

that the department desires a formula which is con- 
ceptually sound, that is, one that actually measures 
what it purports to measure; 

that the formula be based as much as possible on actual, 
verifiable data, rather than upon opinions or subjective 
estimates; and 

that the formula should be as simple as possible, con- 
sistent with the other criteria. 

For the second alternative approach, we assumed that the 
State would be unwilling to develop the mechanisms necessary to 
support an effective "excess cost" reimbursement procedure, and. 
hence, should use a method to disburse funds which is: 

extremely simple and requires little cost or effort, 
and which 

results in the distribution of special education funds 
in a manner that is consistent with the financing of 
regular programs. 



B. AN EXCESS COST FORMULA 

1. General Description 

This is a formula or procedure for computing the excess 
cost incurred by a school district in the education of handicapped 
children. Please note that we have used the term "education" 
rather than "special education." This usage is intentional; the 
proposed formula takes into account the total cost of educating 
the handicapped child and not. merely the cost of special programs. 
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In words, the proposed formula can be expressed as 

follows : 

The excess cost of educating handicapped children 
is the actual cost incurred by the school district 
in educatinfr handicapped children MINUS the cost 
it incurred in educating the same number of non' - 
handicapped children , * 

Thus, if it cost $200,000 to educate 100 handicapped 
children in a given school district ($2,000 per pupil) and 
$150,000 to educate 100 nonhandi capped children ($1,500 per 
pupil), then the excess cost is $200,000 - $150,000 $50,000 
($500 per pupil). 

Under SB 157, the reimbursement would be 30 percent 
of $50,000 provided that sufficient funds were available. 

Under the proposed formula, the cost of educating 
handicapped children includes district "indirect" or overhead 
cost (general administration, plant operation, etc.), "direct" 
regular program cost (regular teacher salaries, supplies, etc.), 
and "direct" special program cost (special teacher salaries, 
special transportation, etc.). 

The proposed formula provides a method for computing 
the district indirect cost and the direct regular program cost 
associated with the education of handicapped children. Indirect 



* The proposed formula is similar to the cost computation 

method advocated by Professor William p. McLure of the College ot 
Education, University of Illinois at Urbana -Champaign. Professor 
McLure' s approach is described in "Unit Support Funding of Special 
Education," presented at the Fifth Annual Invitational Conference 
on Leadership in Special Education Programs, Minneapolis, Minnesota, 
November 24-25, 1975. 
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costs are assumed to apply equally to each student educated by the 
school district, in proportion to the stude;ifs days of membership, 
whether or not handicapped. Regular program direct costs are 
assumed to be proportional to the time each student spends in the 
regular program. For example, a handicapped child who spent no 
time in the regular classroom would incur no direct regular pro- 
gram cost; a child who spent half of the time in the regular .class- 
room would incur half of the average direct regular program cost 
per pupil. 

The method of calculating these costs could be modified 
without changing the basic overall formula, if the underlying 
assumptions are unacceptable. However, any method must necessarily 
be based on certain arbitrary assumptions. (For example, how does 
one determine what portion of a teacher's salary to associate with 
any given child? What portion of the electricity bill?) We pre- 
fer the proposed method because it is objective (that is, based 
on a measurable quantity, such as time), uniformly applicable 
among the school districts, and because the method is consistent 
with other methods currently in use for the distribution of Basic 
School Support funds and for interdistrict tuitioning. 

The proposed formula for computing reimbursement to 
intermediate education districts is somewhat different since the 
lEDs generally do not operate regular programs. The difference 
is described in Section IV-B-3 below. 

The following detailed description and illustration of 
the formula assumes that the school district is using the Program 
Budgeting System, Handbook II. An analogous method could be devel- 
oped using the traditional budgeting system, although this would 
present some difficulties since there is no unique correspondence 
between the two charts of accounts. 
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2. Details of the Formula 
a. School Districts 

Step 1 - Calculate the direct costs of special educatio n 

The current definition of approved costs is expanded to 
include certain other costs, such as: inservice training of special 
education teachers; professional dues, fees, and subscriptions: all 
district reimbursed travel of special education personnel; supplies 
and equipment for the director's office (insofar as these expenses 
support the special education program for handicapped children- 
space rental payments; and the full cost of contracted services 
for handicapped children. This expanded definition represents 
essentially all of the direct costs of special education. 

Tuition and/or contract payments received for servxcet^ 
provided to other school districts are subtracted from the total 
direct costs to obtain net direct costs. 

Step 2 - Calculate the equivalent regular program 
average daily membership (ADM) for handicapped children 

Most handicapped children receiving special services 
also spend some time in the regular school program. The proposed 
formula requires that this time be computed and converted to an 
equivalent ADM for regular programs. Form A has been provided 
(Appendix A) for purposes of recording the data needed lor the 
computation. This data includes the following Informatlou on 
each eligible child served in the special program: / 

The number of days the child was enrolled in the school 
district (i.e., the number of days that the <rhild was 
counted in computing the overall school district ADM). 

The number of days the child was served in the special 
program. 

The average fraction of the day spent with special pro- 
gram personnel on days when special instruction or other 
special service was provided (example, one hour per day 
equals one-fifth day). 
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More than one line on the form is used for a given child 
if a Change in the child's program occurs during the year which 
results in a significant change in the daily time spent with 
special personnel. This is illustrated in the example below. 

The equivalent regular program ADM for a given child 
is calculated as follows: 

Equivalent regular program ADM = 

e^nr"\Yed°'in Yh'. ( °/ ^^^^^^^ fraction \ 

district ■ ^^T^ ^ °* ^ith 
^^'^'•'^^ \ special program special personnel/ 

Number of school days taught in the district 

Consider the following example: a child is enrolled in 
the district for 160 out of 180 school days. After 30 days of 
full-time participation in the regular program, the child is 
removed from the regular class and spends 10 full days in a diag- 
nostic and prescriptive classroom. Subsequently, the child returns 
to the regular classroom but does not participate in the regular 
reading program. Instead, the child spends 1 hour per day, 5 days 
per week - 120 days in all - receiving special reading instruc- 
tion from a properly qualified special teacher. 

The equivalent regular program ADM for this child would 
be calculated as follows: 



(a) Days enrolled in the district: 

Equivalent days in special program: 

Special class 1q 
Resource room (120 days x 1/5) 24 

(b) Total 



160 



34 



Equivalent days in regular program: 

(c) (a) - (b) 

(d) Equivalent regular program ADM: 

(c ) 180 days q ^ 



126 
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In practice, this procedure is greatly simplified because 
an independent calculation for each child is unnecessary. The 
total equivalent regular program ADM for all handicapped children 
served is obtained by taking the sum of Form A, column 2 (days 
enrolled in the district) less the sum of Form a; column 5 (equi- 
valent days in special programs), divided by the number of school 
days taught by the district. 

Data regarding the days of distri( t enrollment for 
each child should be available from the school district atten- 
dance office. The data regarding time spent in the special pro- 
gram should be contained in the child's file. 

Step 3 - Calculat e the district indirect cost per 
pupil (ADM ) 

This calculation can be accomplished using Form B pro- 
vided in Appendix B. Lines 1 through 7 on this form are equivalent 
to lines B.3 through B. 9 on SDE Form 3046A, "estimate of expendi- 
tures and receipts for year ending June 30, 19 , for use in basic 

school support fund estimates. " We have defined indirect costs to 
include the following accounts: general administration, school 
administration, business office, classroom furniture, operations 
and maintenance, internal and central services. New capital out- 
lay amounts have been excluded from each account, per traditional 
procedure. 

District indirect cost per pupil (ADM) is then computed 
by dividing the sum of these indirect amounts by the (unadjusted) 
district ADM. 
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step 4 - Calculate the regular program direct cost 
per pupil (ADM ) 

Form C in Appendix C is provided for this purpose. 
The calculation consists of adding the amounts in the "instruc- 
tion" series accounts, the pupil and instructional staff accounts 
under "support services," and "payments to other governmental 
units." Tuition receipts and special education direct costs are 
subtracted from this total to arrive at net regular program 
direct cost. 

This formula for computing regular program costs includes 
pupil transportation expense and Instructional equipment expense, 
in contrast to the formula commonly used by the State Department of 
Education, in order to be consistent with the inclusion of these 
items under direct costs of special education. 

To express regular program costs on a per pupil basis, 
an adjusted district ADM is used. The adjustment accounts for the 
time handicapped children spend in special programs and is equal 
to the total of column 5 on Form A (Appendix A), divided by the 
number of days taught in the district. The adjusted district ADM 
equals the total district ADM less this adjustment. 

The regular program direct cost per pupil is computed 
by dividing the total direct cost by the adjusted district ADM. 

Step 5 - Calculate total cost and cost per pupil of 
educating handicapped children (Form D, part A) 

Total cost equals the district indirect cost PLUS the 
regular program cost for handicapped children PLUS the special 
program cost. Each of these elements is calculated as follows: 

(a) Indirect cost = indirect cost per pupil (ADM) 

(Form B, line 10) 

X school district handicapped ADM 
(Form A, column 3) 



IV-8 

53 



(b) Regular program 
direct cost 



(c) Special program 

direct cost 

(d) Total cost for 

handicapped 
children 

(e) Cost per pupil 

(ADM) for 

handicapped 

children 



regular program direct cost per pupil 
(ADM) (Form C, line L) 

equivalent regular program ADM (Form A. 
column 3 minus column 6) 



= amount from Form 5164 



= (a) + (b) + (c) 



(d) t school district handicapped ADM 
(Form A, column 3) 



Step 6 - Cal culate cost per pupil for nonhandicapped 
children (Form D, part B ) 

The cost per pupil for nonhandicapped children equals the 
district indirect cost per pupil (Form B, line 10) plus the direct 
regular program cost per pupil (Form C, line L). 

Step 7 - Calc ulate the total excess cost and the excess 
cost per pupil for handicapped children (Form D, parts 
C-E ) 

The excess cost per pupil is simply the cost per pupil 
for handicapped children from step 5 minus the cost per pupil for 
nonhandicapped children from step 6. 

The total district excess cost equals the excess cost 
per pupil times the number of handicapped pupils (ADM) from 
Form A, column 3. 

Step 8 - Cal culate the district reimbursement amount 
(Form D, part F ) 

The school district reimbursement would be 30 percent 
of the excess cost computed in step 7 or a lesser, prorated per- 
centage if funds are insufficient. 
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^' Intermediate Education Districts 

Since the intermediate education districts have no 
resident pupils and receive no basic school support, their reim- 
bursement amounts should be calculated in a different manner. 
We recommend that the direct costs of lED programs for handicapped 
children be calculated in the same way as school district direct 
program costs. To these direct costs should be added an amount 
for lED indirect costs. One way that lED indirect costs can be 
allocated is using the lED's ratio of direct costs for handicapped 
child programs to the total direct costs of all lED programs. 
Direct and indirect costs are defined in the same way, that is, 
using the same accounts, as in the case of the school districts. 

The total excess cost of an lED program is equal to the 
total direct cost plus the allocated indirect cost for handicapped 
child resolution programs. Because lEDs have no resident pupils, 
per se, and do not normally provide regular classroom instruction, 
there is no way of computing a cost per pupil that is comparable 
to the school district cost per pupil. 

lED reimbursement would be computed by applying the 
30 percent (or prorated) factor to the excess costs. 

3. An Illustration 

This illustration is based on fiscal year 1976 budget 
data for one school district in the sample. However, actual data 
were not available to determine the equivalent regular and special 
program ADMs for handicapped children. Consequently, assumptions 
were used to generate that information for application of the 
formula. These assumptions were based upon the estimated number 
of pupils served, as reported on the projected activities and 
cost statement (PACS) submitted by the district, and upon ratios 
of pupils served to special class ADM in the prior year. 

The purpose of the illustration is to demonstrate the 
mechanics of the formula and to compare the resulting reimburse- 
ment with estimated reimbursement based on the formulas in effect 
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during 1974-1975, and with the reimbursement based on SB 157. 
Appendix E contains completed forms and a narrative description 
of the procedures employed for the illustration. 

The State grant for this example compares to estimated 
amounts under the former claim procedures and under OAR 22-185, 
as follows: 

Former claim procedures $ 50,800 

Proposed alternative 60,181 
OAR 22-185 101,968 

These figures are based on the following assumptions: 

that the State would reimburse 44 percent of the claim- 
able costs under the former handicapped child law (as 
It did last year) and would pay the flat grant amounts 
allowed on the claim form for educable mentally retarded; 
and 

that the full 30 percent of cojsts approved under 
OAR 22-185 would be reimbursed. 

The relative size of the grants under the three pro- 
cedures pertain to the example only and are estimates. The reader 
should not conclude, for example, that the grants to all school 
districts under OAR 22-185 will be approximately twice what they 
would have been under former claim procedures. 

In fact, for intermediate education districts, the 
proposed procedure results in a larger reimbursement than 
OAR 22-185, because indirect costs are included and because the 
entire direct costs of special education are considered to be 
excess costs (lEDs operate no regular programs). 

The approved costs under OAR 22-185, which are to be 
used for schooju district reimbursement this year, produce a larger 
grant than our proposed formula for essentially one reason: 100 
percent of the approved costs of special education are assumed 
to be excess costs. That is, the full per pupil cost for regular 
programs is attributed to each child, in addition to the special 
program costs, even if the child never participates in the regular 
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classroom. Or, from a different perspective, OAR 22-185 assumes 
that if the special education program was disbanded and the handi- 
capped children returned to the regular classroom on a full-time 
basis, that no increase in regular program costs would occur. 

One can engage in endless argument regarding the net 
cost impact of initiating or terminating special programs for 
handicapped children. We believe that no single rule exists which 
can be applied to all school districts in all situations. We favor 
the proposed formula because it appears to be the most "reasonable" 
cost reimbursement approach that we have encountered, both from a 
conceptual and from a practical point of view. 



C. A SIMPLIFIED FORMULA 

As discussed at length in Sections II and III of this 
report, we advocate the use of a reimbursement formula based on 
actual costs incurred, provided proper controls are established 
to ensure that costs are accurately and consistently reported. 
Otherwise, there can be no assurance that funds are properly 
distributed, and in fact, maldistribution of funds is a strong 
probability. Consequently, if the State decides not to establish 
appropriate controls, we believe that the time and expense involved 
with administering the cost reimbursement program can be put to 
more profitable use. This can be accomplished simply by trans- 
ferring the special education grant funds for school districts 
from the handicapped child fund into the Basic School Support 
Fund. These funds could then be distributed to the school districts 
in proportion the basic grant. 

This recommendation is certainly not meant to be face- 
tious. It offers the advantage of distributing funds for handi- 
capped children in the same way as for nonhandicapped children, 
and thus, is consistent with the philosophy of equality in oppor- 
tunity for education. The potential administrative cost savings 
are obvious, both at the State and at the school district level. 
The funding mechanism could still be used to reinforce program 
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requirements, since the portion of basic which vould be associated 
with special education could easily be identified and withheld, if 
necessary. 

Finally, everyone involved could be spared the effort 
required to learn all of the definitions, forms, and procedures 
which are essential to an effective cost reimbursement formula. 
No new record keeping systems, computational formulas, or claim 
forms would be necessary. 
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V. FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 
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V. FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 



This chapter of the report presents the data developed 
in the study. One summary sheet is provided for each district in 
the sample. Also included is an exhibit showing totals and aver- 
ages for the entire sample. Finally, there is an exhibit with 
projected costs for fiscal year 1977-1978. 

In the prp-sentation of findings (Section II), we described 
limitations in current data systems for special education programs. 
Unfortunately, these limitations made it difficult to obtain all 
of the data required by the contract at the level of accuracy that 
might be desired. We did, however, perform certain tests in order 
to improve the consistency and reliability of the data. These 
tests involved a comparison of data obtained from alternative 
sources and the resolution of inconsistencies wherever feasible. 
Nevertheless, we cannot ensure that the data are without error, 
although we have no reason to believe that any s'ach errors are of 
sufficient magnitude that the data cannot be used as intended. 
The following paragraphs identify matters of which the reader 
should be aware. 



A. CAVEATS 

Salaries and fringe benefits for special education 
personnel comprise by far the largest component of program costs. 
However, because the definition of claimable salary expense is 
ambiguous, particularly for personnel with a part-time responsi- 
bility in relation to handicapped children, interdistrict differ- 
ences in reporting salary expense are unavoidable. 
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Many districts report transportation expense as the 
second largest cost component* However, school districts have 
not been provided with a specific formula for computing trans- 
portation expense; hence, transportation cost differences among 
districts may reflect variations in method of computation as much 
as variations in actual cost. 

The definition of claimable costs was considerably 
expanded for the 1975-1976 school year* We attempted to identify 
and include comparable costs for 1974-1975 but were unable to do 
so in all cases because the districts often did not maintain 
separate records of nonreimbursable costs. In several instances, 
we were forced to estimate certain cost elements in lieu of hard 
data. 

In many school districts, the same personnel provide 
service to two or more primary handicapping conditions* In such 
instances, we generally used the number of pupils taught or some 
similar basis for allocating costs by type of handicap. 

School districts do not maintain cost data by type of 
program (special class, resource room, etc.), except in the event 
that a single mode of delivery is used to serve a given handicap. 
Whenever two or more programmatic alternatives were used to serve 
the same general handicapping condition, we asked the director of 
special education to characterize the program provided by each 
teacher, and used this information as the basis for distributing 
other costs. 

Except when a supervisor of special education and/or a 
secretary was assigned to a specific handicapping condition, 
their salary costs were allocated in proportion to the direct 
expenses associated with each handicap. 

We place little confidence in school district reports 
concerning the number of handicapped children served. This is 
an area which requires considerable strengthening. Further, 
there is no clear definition of what constitutes a "pupil," 
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except in the special class situation. Consequently, the "cost per 
pupil" data should be viewed as rough estimates. At the time of 
our site visits, most districts had not yet forecast the number 
of handicapped pupils they expected to serve during the 1976-1977 
school year. In most instances, therefore, in order to compute 
cost per pupil for 1976-1977, we assumed that the number of pupils 
would be the same as in 1975-1976. 

Projected cost data for 1977-1978 represent simple 
extensions of 1976-1977 estimated costs using an average annual 
rate of increase based on prior years' data. With the concurrence 
of our ad hoc advisory committee, we had originally intended to 
use costs per pupil from this study, increased by an inflationary 
factor and applied to estimates provided by the Department concern- 
ing the total number of eligible ha.^dicapped children in the State. 
This would provide a cost projection based on a "full service" 
assumption. However, due to our concerns regarding the data on 
the number of children currently served, and consequently, our 
lack of confidence in the costs per pupil, we decided that an 
extrapolation of fiscal year 1976-1977 costs would likely provide 
a more reliable projection. 

While we believe that the statewide estimates provided 
in this report are the best currently available for decision 
making, it is not possible to specify the potential error in these 
estimates. The PACS used as a basis for the estimate contained 
numerous significant errors, as described on page 11-10 of this 
report. Further, there is no assurance that the sample districts 
account for the same percentage of State reimbursement in other 
years as in fiscal year 1976. Finally, the sample districts were 
not chosen on a totally random basis because of the need to survey 
districts which maintain the best available data. The nonrandom 
selection process probably has a minimal impact on the generaliz- 
ability of the total cost data, however, because of the very large 
portion of the total State expenditures accounted for by the sample 
districts. 
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The reader may note differences between certain data 
presented in this report and data from other sources, particularly 
with respect to regular program pupils, teachers, and costs. These 
differences are attributable for the most part to different defi- 
nitions of terms. Our contract asked for data pertaining to non- 
handicapped children, whereas most other statistics which refer 
to '^regular" programs actually contain handicapped pupils, teachers, 
and/or costs as well. Our data reflect adjustments made in an 
effort to limit regular program data to nonhandicapped children. 

Ad hoc assumptions were required throughout the analysis 
of the school district and lED data in order to complete this 
assignment. These assumptions were necessary because of missing 
data elements, missing or inconsistent documentation, and con- 
flicting data sources. In every case, however, we attempted to 
develop assumptions on a reasonable basis. 

B. DESCRIPTION OF EXHIBITS 

Exhibit II contains a list of the school districts and 
lEDs which were included in the sample. The exhibit numbers 
provided in the list sei^ve as an index to the individual district 
data which follows. These districts accounted for the following 
portion of fiscal year 1975 State reimbursement: 

Handicapped child 63% 
Educable mentally retarded 48% 
Emotionally handicapped 100% 

According to the Projected Activities and Cost Statements, 
the sample districts are expected to account for approximately 62 
percent of the State reimbursement for fiscal year 1976. 

Exhibit III-A presents the financial and statistical 
data totaled for all districts in the sample for fiscal years 
1975 through 1977. Exhibit III-B provides estimates of costs by 
type of handicap for fiscal year 1978. The subsequent exhibits, 
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IV through XXXIII, present the data for each individual district. 
The format for these presentations is as follows: 

^' Table A - Cost by Type of Handicap 

Total claimable cost, number of pupils, and cost per 
pupil for several major classes of handicapping condition, fiscal 
years 1975 through 1977. 

^' Table B - Costs for Selected Cost Categories 

Salaries and fringe benefits paid to directors and super- 
visors Of education and to their secretaries; cost per teacher for 
itinerant travel; special transportation and supplies costs. 

^' Table C - Costs an d Daily Class Hours per Teacher 
by Type of Program 

Cofrts and daily class hours aggregated by major program 
alternatives, such as the special class, resource room, home 
instruction, etc. 

4. Table D - Sources of Funds 

A breakdown of sources and amounts of funds for school 
district and JED special education programs receiving grants-in- 
aid under SB 157. 

5- Table E - Pupils and Tearh^--« v. y Type of Handicap 

Reported number of pupils served and teachers employed 
(FTEs) for several major classes of handicapping condition. 

6. Table F - Regular Program Data 

A variety of data pertaining to nonhandicapped children. 
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MISCELLANEODS INFORMATION NOT INCLUDED IN THE EXHIBITS 

1- Criteria for Eligibility by Type of Handicap 

Under SB 157, eligibility of children for special educa- 
tion has become the province of the school district rather than 
the State Department, as it generally was in the past. Each 
district has the responsibility to develop procedures for deter- 
mining eligibility and for periodic reassessment. All districts 
in the sample said that they intend to follow the eligibility 
criteria defined by the State, without modification, in identi- 
fying children to be served in programs offered by the district. 
Most of the school districts had not finalized their intake pro- 
cedures at the time of our visit, however. 

2. Percent of Teachers' Time by Type of Activity 

We were requested to provide percentage breakdowns of 
special education teachers' time spent in administration, prepara- 
tion, parent conferences, meetings, etc. With only a single excep- 
tion, however, none of the districts surveyed maintain teacher time 
accounting reports from which such information could be derived. 
To obtain reliable information regarding teacher time utilization 
would require the design and implementation of special data collec- 
tion of data for the entire school year since teacher activities 
tend to vary during the year. For example, diagnostic and pre- 
scriptive activities, and conferences with parents, tend to occupy 
a higher percentage of most teacher's time at the beginning of the 
school year. Later on, most eligible children have been identified 
and entered into special instructional programs. 

3. Cost for Case Finding 

An accurate determination of the cost of case finding 
activities was not possible in this study. Case finding costs 
cannot be determined without a definition of the activities which 
comprise case finding and some way of measuring the time spent in 
these activities. If case finding is intended to include child 
identification, diagnosis, and prescriptive planning activities, 




V-6 



65 



then virtually all special education personnel are involved in 
case finding, even secretaries who process the necessary paper 
work. Moreover, school principals and regular classroom teachers 
are often involved as well. Consequently, a literal interpretation 
of case finding could bring in costs which lie outside the special 
program per se. 
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EXHIBIT II 
Page 1 of 2 

SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS 
IN STUDY SAMPLE 



SCHOOL DISTRICTS 



EXHIBIT 

^^AME COUNTY REFERENCE 



Portland IJ 


Multnomah 


IV 


Salem 24 J 


Marion 


V 


Eugene 4J 


Lane 


VI 


Beaverton 48J 


Washi ngton 


VII 


North Clackamas 12 


Clackamas 


VIII 


David Douglas 40 


Multnomah 


IX 


Corvallls 509J 


Benton 


X 


Lake OsAvego 7 


Clackamas 


XI 


Bend 1 


Deschutes 


XII 


Lincoln County Unit 


Lincoln 


XIII 


Parkrose 3 


Mul tnomah 


XIV 


Reynolds 7 


Multnomah 


XV 


South Lane 45J3 


Lane 


XVI 


Hood River 1 


Hood River 


XVII 


McMinnville 40 


Yamhill 


XVIII 


Ontario 8C 


Malheur 


XIX 


Estacada 108 


Clackamas 


XX 


Hillsboro 7 


Washington 


XXI 


South Umpqua 19 


Douglas 


XXII 


Klamath Falls 1 


Klamath 


XXIII 


Central Linn 552C 


Linn 


XXIV 


Dayton 8 


Yamhill 


XXV 


Crowfoot 89 


Linn 


XXVI 


Milton-Freewater 31 


Umatilla 


XXVII 
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EXHIBIT II 
Page 2 of 2 



INTERMEDIATE EDPCATION DISTRICTS 

EXHIBIT 

NAME COUNTY REFERENCE 

Clatsop . Clatsop XXVIII 

Douglas Douglas XXIX 

Harney Harney XXX 

Jackson Jackson XXXI 

Multnomah Multnomah XXXII 

Union Union XXXIII 



ERJC , 68 



EXHIBIT III-A 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 
SAMPLE DISTRICT TOTALS 
PROGRAIIS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 



A. coc:By nPE op handicap ' 

FISCAL YEAR 1975 FISCAL YEAR 1976 



HAKDICAP 



Educable iadttUj' 
retarded 

Extreie learDlDi 
piobleis 

Speech 

EM-tioittlly disturbed 

HOMboiiDd 

Other 

m:: total 

Statewide estimate^ 



CLAIHABLE 

COSTS 



niHBER OF 
PflPILS 



COST PKR 
PUPIL 



CUIMABLG 
COSTS 



$3,762,489 2,528 $1,488 $4,017,644 



2,690,294 ' 
1,788,116 
1,165,420 
272,717 
869 > 564 
ifl0i 54 B> 600 
$17,013,870 



11,531 
8,408 
784 
515 
iiM 
24,794 



233 
213 
1,487 
530 

$ 425 



2,897,731 
1,827,429 
1,563,366 
435,956 
JJ7Q.171 
$ 13,512.297 
$21,794,030 



NUffiER OF 
PUPILS. 



2,139 

13,110 
9,014 
1,344 
531 
.1.273 
27,411 



COST PER 
. WPIL 



FISCAL. ^R 1977 

CUIKADLE MJKBER OF 
C0ST3 HJPILS 



$1,878 $ 4,331,048 2,147 



221 
203 
1,163 
821 

$ 493 



3,369,073 
1,980,070 
1,797,389 
464,1)20 
3.076,423 
$ 15,018.023 
$24,222,620 



13,246 
9,132 
1,378 
540 
1,365 

27,828 



COST PER 
PUPIL 



$2,017 

254 
217 
1,304 
859 

$ 540 



B. COSTS FOR SELECTED COST CATEGOBIES 



FISCAL YEARS 



CATEGORY 



1975 



1976 



_1977 



AdaiQistratlve salaries and benefits $813,686 $1,061,301 $1,153,435 

Itinfiraot teacher travel cost per*^ 
teacher 209 234 273 



Special eupplies and equipieiit^ 
cost per pupil 

Transportation cost per pupll^ 



14.39 
94 



16.20 



C. COSTS m DAILY CUSS HOURS PER TEACHER BY TYPE OF PRQGPfttl 
_ . COS'i.< BY VISCAL 'fEA'K 





1975 


1976 


1977 


Spec .)] class 


$ 3,842 


223 


$ 4,411 


303 


$ 4,845,075 


Resource rooD 


1,217 


297 


1,501 


118 


1,903,325 


Itinerant teacber 


3,209 


320 


4,482 


078 


4,874,407 


Hoie instructlOD 


251 


S82 


386 


947 


414,844 


Tliltionlng 


16 


848 ' 


61 


547 


68,254 


School psycholofists 


333 


138 


507 


065 


545,664 


Pupil traDsportation 


420 


025 


553 


571 


588,574 


AdnlDlstratioD 


813 


686 


1,061 


301 


1,153,439 


Other 


. 444 


461 


547 


367 


624^445 


TOTAL 




joo 


$13,512, 


[297 


$15,016,023 



DAILY CLASS HOURS 
PER TEACHER (EST.) 

5 

■ 5 
4,1 



D. SOUftCE OF F 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 



Fmi YEAR 1976 



FISCAL YtAR 1977 



SOURCE 



Generil district^ 

Federal grants 

l^iltlon fron other districts 

SDE special education grants 

Other 

TOTAL 





PErar 




PERCENT^ 


A« 


PERCENT^ 


$ 8,463,590 


80.2 


$11,257,517 


83.3 


$11,363,756 


75.8 


23,^76 


0.2 


33,768 


0.3 


45,827 


0.3 


61,191 


0,6 


41,705 


0.3 


43,500 


0.3 


1,976,26.'' 


18.7 


2,147,492 


15.9 


3,488,240 


23.2 


23,678 


11 


31,815 


_ 0.2 


56,700 


-id 


510,548,600 


99,9 


$13,512,297 


100.0 


$15,018,023 


100.0 



Includes local and Interoedlate sources and SDE grants, excluding restricted grants-in-aid 
pertaining to the special education of handicapped children. 

Percentages oay not tot&l 100 due to rounding. 



E. PUPILS AND mCHERS BY TYPE OF HANDICAP 





FISCAL YEAR ^975 




FISCAL YEAR 1976 




FISCAL YEAR 1977 




HANDICAP 


PUPILS 


TEACHER'S 


PUPJL/ 
TEACHER 
RATIO 


PUPILS 


TEACHERS 
191.1 


gig 


PUPILS 


TEACHERS 


Pll?IL/ 
TEACHER 
RATIO 


Educable Dentally 
retarded (ADH) 


2,228.8 


208.2 


10.7 


1,806.3 


9.5 


1,816.9 


181). 6 


9,6 


Extrene learning 
problens 


11,531.0 


149.7 


77.0 


13,110,0 


163.0 


80.4 


13,246.0 


170.0 


77.9 


Speech 


8,408.0 


113.4 


74.1 


9,014.0 


126.8 


71.1 


9,132.0 


128.7 


71.0 


Eootlonally disturbed 


784.0 


52.6 


14.9,. 


1,344.0 


58.3 


23.1 


1,378,0 


59.3 


23.2 



F. REGULAR PROGRAM DATA 










FISCAL YEARS 




ITEH 


197_5_ 


1976 


1977 


Pupils (ADK) 


205,987.8 


206,090.8 


202,784.0 


Classrooia teachers (FTE) 


8,910.9 


9,079,0 


8,908.9 


Teacher/pupil ratio 


23.1 


22.7 


22.H 


Net operating cost per pupll^ 


$1,177 


$1,303 


$1,447 


Transportation cost per pupil^ 


$48 


$54 


$64 


Instructional supplies and 
equipment cost per pupil 


$4B 


$53 


S54 



Includes allocation of program administrative expens(^. 

^«.„..^.u^t the 1976 ratio of sample costs to statewide costs holds for all years (computed from the Projected Activities and Cost Statements 
s|g[^(]]by the districts). 

MeaTan oi"the districts surveyed, 



EXHIBIT III 



ESTIMATED COSTS 
FISCAL YEAR 1978 



HANDICAP 



EMR 

ELP 

Speech 

ED 

Home 

Other 

Total Sample 
Statewide Estimate 



ESTIMATED* 
CLAIMABLE 
COSTS 

$ 4,880,000 
3,670,000 
2,230,000 
1,970,000 
530,000 
3.420.000 

$16.700.000 

$26,940,000 



PERCENT OF 
SAMPLE 
TOTAL 

29.2 
22.0 
13.3 
11.8 
3.2 
20.5 



100.0 



Ma.jor Underlying Assumptions 

1. Total costs increase at the percentage rate of the precedi 
year. 

2. The cost for each handicapping condition bears the same 
proportional relationship to the total costs as in the two 
preceding years combined. 

3. The statewide estimate assumes that the fiscal year 1978 
ratio of sample costs to statewide costs will approximate 
the fiscal year 1976 ratio as computed from the Projected 
Activities and Cost Statements submitted by the districts. 



Rounded to the nearest $10,000. 
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EXHIBIT IV 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 

POKTLAND IJ 
PROGRAIS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 



». COST B> TIPE OF MMIOP 



IISCAL mi 1875 



fim KM 1876 



HANDICAP 


CUIIUBII 


mil OF 

nPILS 


COST PER 
WPIL 


CUII1A6LE 
COSTS 


Nl'ffilR OP 
PUPILS 


COST PER 
WPIL 


cum 

_.COST_S__ 


NIIVBER OF 
PUPILS 


COST PES 
PUPIL 






FISCAL YEARS 


COSTS 




1975 






















CATEGOHV 


Sducable mtiWj 
retirded 


$1,050,882 


734 


$1,432 


$1,094,222 


461 


$2,275 


SI, 162,537 


461 


$2,456 


Adilnistrative salaries and benefits 


5174,047 


$357,0^3 $260,616 


btrm leiraiDg 
prableu 


360,6S6 


3,101 


123 


203,406 


4,306 


47* 


221,394 


4,306 


51^ 


Itinerant teacher travel cost per 
teacher 


50 


327 433 


Speecb 


340.899 


1,711 


199 


174,636 


1,692 


103* 


189,666 


1,692 


112" 


Speclrl Bupplles end etinipunt 
cosi per pupil 


7,11 


6.99 7,12 


^tloDill; dlsturlMd 


274.736 


174 


1.579 


426,398 


351 


1.220* 


463,566 


351 


l,32l'^ 


Transportation cost per pupil 


91 


119 114 


HoMbouQd 


100 '« 


137 


735 


126.174 


137 


921 


136,367 


137 


996 








Otber 




360 


974 


1,726.257 


394 


_b 


1,651,516 


439 


_b 








mi 


$2.517^971 


6.237 


$ 404 


$3,753.093 


L2S1 


$. _510 


$4.045.272 


7,406 


$ 546 









COSTS m SELECTED COST aTKORIES 



C. COSTS AND DAILY CLASS HOURS PER TEACHER BY TYPE OF PROGHAM 
COSTS BY FISCAL YEAR 



TYPE OP PHOCl^H 



1975 



1976 



1977 



DAILY CUSS HOURS 
PER TEACHER (EST.) 



SOURCE 



D. PRCE OF MDS 

FISCAL YEAH 1975 . FISCAL YEAR 197j _ _ FISCAL YEAR .1977 
AMOUNT PEHCE? . AMOUNT -mW^ AKOIIHT PERCENT^. 



Special class 


$1,317,543 


$1,583,402 


$1,732,750 


5 


General district $2,011,420 79.9 $3,22B,:ij3 86,0 $3,192,797 


78.9 


Eesource roon 










Federal grants - - 




Itinerant teacher 


716,222 


1,558,261 


1,663,977 


4 


Tuition fron otber districts ... . . 




Hose Instruction 


93,533 


116,426 


127,934 


(J/A 


SHE special education grants 506,551 20.1 524.600 14.0 852,475 


21.1 


I^iltioning 










Other 




School psychologists 


41,624 


64,656 


69,164 


m 


TOTAL $2.517,971 .100.0 S3J53^ lOy S_4,. 045,272 


loy 


Pupil transportation 


114,652 


142,508 


141,242 


N/A 






Adilnistratlon 


174,047 


257,063 


280,616 


N/A 


^ Includes locul and tnternedlate sources and SDE grantsi excluding restricted grants-iQ-aid 
pertaining to the special education of handicapped children. 




Other 


350 


30.753 


29,569 


N/A 


^ Percentages nay not total 100 due to rounding. 




mi 


$2^517,971 


$3,753,093 


$4,045,272 













E. PUPILS AND TEACHERS BY TYPE OP HANDICAP 








F. REGUUR PROGRAV DATA 








FISaL YEAH 


1975 


FISCAL YEAR 1976 


FISCAL YEAR 1977 






FISCAL YEARS 










WPIL/ 


RJPIL/ 






PUPIL/ 


ITBI 


1975 


. 1976 


I9?7 








TEACHER 


TEACHER 






TEACHER' 


Pupils (AOH) 








HANDICAP 


PllPItS 


TEACHERS 


RATIO 


WPILS TEACHERS RATIO 


WPILS 


mjCHERS 


RATIO 


62,462 


61,142 


60.226 


Educable lenttUy 
















Classrooi teachers (m) 


2,517 


2,451 


2,361 
















retarded (ADK) 


590 


58 


10.2 


386 53 7,3 


386 


53 


7.3 


Teacher/pupil ratio 


24.6 


24,9 


25.3 


Extrese learning 




21 












Net operating cost per pupil 


$1,260 


$1,381 


$1,510 


probleas 


3,101 


147,7 


4,306 20 215.3 


4,306 


20 


215,3 




Speech 
















Transportation cost per pupil 


$33 


$46 


$46 


1,711 


26 


65.S 


1,692 35 48.3 


1,692 


35 


48,3 


















Instructional supplies and 








&otlonally disturbed^ 


100.3 


14 


7.2 


202 17 11.9 


202 


17 


11.9 


equipient cost per pupil 


$22.71 


$32,23 


S34.19 


Otber 
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EXHIBIT V 



riNAKCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 
SALE! 24J 
PROGRAllS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 









A. COST 


BY TYPE or HANDICAP 














B. COSTS FOR SELECTED COST. UTEGOBIES 








FISCAL YEAR 1975 




FISCAL YEAR 1976 








FISCAL YEAR 1977 












CUIMABLE 


NUMBER OF 


COST PER 


CUIHABLE NUMBER OF 


COST PEH 




CUIMABU 


KUNBER OF 


C 


OST PER 




FISCAL YEARS, 




mcAP .. 


COSTS 


PUPILS 


npiL 


COSTS PUPILS 


E^PIL 




COSTS 


PUPILS 




PUPIL 


CATEGORY 


1975 1976. 






$393,Sgi 


289 


$1,363 


$ 433,422 236 


$1,637 




$ 400,423 


236 




$1,697 


Adilnistrative salaries and benefits 


$39,273 $90,099 


$96,568 


probleiB 


216,425 


574 


377 


250,068 620 


403 




250,857 


620 




405 


Itinerant teacher travel cost per 
teacher 


138 295 


329 


Speecb 


181,166 


544 


333 


234,096 603 


388 




249,440 


603 




4M 


Special supplies and equipient 
cost per pupil 


22.34 16.52 


21,12 


BKitioQiUy disturbed 


30,905 


36 


856 


61,259 , 220 


278 




67,573 


220 




307 


Transportation cost per pupil 


40 31 


26 


BoiebouDd 


22.135 


82 




68.010 82 






7l,3'2 


62 












Other 


72,502 


.171 




183,641 164 







191,193 


164 












TOTAL 


$917.024 


1,696 


$541 


$1.230,69$ ' 1^ 






$lj230,857 


1,925 




$ 639 








C. COSTS AND DAILY CLASS HOURS PER IHCHER BY TYPE OF PROGRAM 














D. SOURCE Cy FUNDS 








C 


OSTS BY PlSrjlL YEA 


R 


DAILY CLASS HOURS 
PER TEACHER (EST.) 

5 














FISCAL \m 1975 FISCAL YEAR 1976 FISaL YEAR 1977 


TYPE OF PROGRAM 


1975 


1976 


197? 












SOUItCE 


AMOUNT PERCENT AMOUNT 


PERCENT^, AMOUNT , 




Special class 


$407,349 


$ 507,621 


S 483,961 










General tlistrict^ 


$741,574 81,0 $1,082,94S 


88.0 ^ 818,911 


67,0 


Resource rooii 


















Federal grants 








Itinerant teacher 


384,612 


467,798 


482,357 


4.5 










Tuition froa other districts 






Bow Instruction 


22,135 


47,213 


49,265 












SIIE special efucation grants 175,450 ' 19.0 147,751 


I2.V- 411,946 


23.0 


Ibltlonl&g 

School psycholoitists 


















Other 








20.125 


77,753 


81,029 












TOTAL 


$917,024 100,0 $1.230.696 


100.0 $1.230.6$7 


lOM 


l^ipll transportailoD 
Adiinifitration 


42,S28 
39 , 273 


37,827 
90,099 


35,327 






















96,568 












^ Includes local and iatersediate sources and SDE graota, excludlQg restricted graotfl-ln-^id 
pertal'^iti^ to the Bpedil education of handicapped childrei 




Other 


902 


2,385 


2,350 












^ Percentages nay not total 100 due to rounding. 






TOTAL 


$917J2_4 


n.230^696 


$L23_0,857 
























E. 


PUPILS AND TEACHERS BY TYPE 


OF HANDICAP 














F. RECULAIIJK 


IGRAM MTA 






FISaL YEAR 1975 


FISCAL YEAR 1976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 












FISCAL YEARS 








PUPIL/ 




WPIL/ 




PUPIL/ 








ITEM 


1975 


1977 . 


BANDICAP 


PUPILS 


TEACHER 
TEACHERS RATIO 


PUPILS 


TEACIIER 
TEACHERS JATIO. PUPILS 


TEACHEK 


mCHER 
RATIO 








Pupils (ADM) 


21,481 21,979 


21,990 


Educable leatally 
retarded (ADH) 


250 


19.5 12.8 


200 


19.5 10,3 2O0 


18.5 




10.6 








ClassrooB teachers (FIS) 
Teachr/pupil ratio 


1,040 1,070 
20.7 20,5 


1,067 
20.3 


Extreie learning 
probleis 


574 


14.0 41.0 


620 


13.0 47.7 620 


12,5 




49.6 








Net operating cost per pupil 


$1,164 $1,339 


$1,524 


Speech 


544 


11,0 49.5 


603 


13.0 ioA 603 


1?,5 




46.2 








Transportation cost per pupil 


$40 $41 


$50 


EKitlonallf disturbed 


36 


2.0 18.0 


220 


4.0 55,0 220 


4.0 




55.0 








Instructional supplies and 
equi'pMnt cost per pupil 


$59 $74 


$69 


0 aer 
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FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 

EUGENE 4J 
PROGRAllS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 



EXHIBIT VI 



A, COST By m or hamimp 



FISCAL mil 1975 . 



FISCAL mt 1876 



iUNDlCAP 


CUIU8LE 


NUMBER CF 
PUPILS 


COST PER 
PUPIL 


CUIXABLE 


NUMBER OF 


COST PER 


CUIHABLS 


KUKBER OF 


m PF. 






FISCAL YEARS 


COSTS 


COSTS 


PUPILS 


PIPIL 


COSTS 


PUPILS 


PUPIL 




1975 
$72,004 




mem lentiiiy 

retirded 


$ 317,851 


156 


$2,038 


$ 303,109 


139 


$2,181 


$ 359,178 


139 


$2,584 


CATWORY 

AdiiQlBtratlve salaries and benefits 


1976 Jj7^ 
$80,6(17 $86,982 


mm Imii^ 
probleit 


475,729 


958 


496 


457,802 


1,701 


269 


723,622 


1,876 


386 


Itinerant teacher travel cost per 
teacber 


230 


206 216 


Spflecb 

Eiotionally disturbed 
Kowbouod 


172, 26B 
159,360 
19,271 


776 
59 
29 


222 
2,701 
664 


191,243 
183,905 
61,533 


1,550 
B5 


123 
2,164 


203,998 
251,143 
66,492 


1,S50 
85 


132 

2,955 


Special supplies and equlpMAt 
cost per piipll 

Transportation cost per pupU 


5.28 
46 


2.84 3.12 
68 86 


Other 


15.518 


_14 


1.108 


34,142 


163 


209 


51538 


J6_3 


J16 








TOTAL 


$1,159.997 


1.992 


$ 582 


$1.231.734 


3.638 


$ 322^ 


$1.655.971 


3,813 


$J17" 









B. COSTS FOR SELKTSD COST UTEGORIEg 



C. COSTS AND DAILY CLASS HOURS PER BCHER BY TYPE OF PROGRAM 
Ct)ST3 BY FISCAL MR 



DAJLY CUSS HOURS 



TYPE Of PROGRAH 


197S 


1976 


1977 


PER TSACHEi 


Special chsE 


$ 350,388 


$ 298,548 


$ 399,069 


5 


Resource roon 


76,157 


66,079 


296,025 


5 


Itinerant teacher 


630,608 


597,653 


661,760 


4 


Hoae instruction 


16,227 


57,971 


63,436 


N/A 


!\iltlonlns 




12,000 


13,200 


N/A 


School psycholcgists 




53,266 


52,867 


N/A 


hiptl transportation 


10,413 


26,495 


33,110 


N/A 


Adainistration 


72,004 


80,607 


86,982 


N/A 


Other 




37,115 


49,520 


N/A 


mAL 


$1.159.997 


$1.231,734 


$1.655,971 





». SOURCE OF FlilfllS 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 



SOiJRCE 



Ccp.eral district^ 
Federal grants 

mitioQ troB other districts 
SHE special education grants 
Other 
to:al 



FISCAL YEAR 1975 
PERCENT^ 



FISCAL YEAR 1977 



AMOUNT 



AUOUHT 



$ 952, ( 



207,977 



82,1 $ 831,734 



17.9 



400,C 



PERCEffT^ 
67.5 

32.5 



. AMOUNT 



$ 999,971 



PERCEN? 
60.^ 



$1.159,997 100.0 $1.231.734 lOO.O 



656, C 



$1.655.971 100. ( 



Includes local and interaediate sources and SDE grants, excluding restricted grants-in-aid 
pertaining to the special education of handicapped children. 

percentages nay not total 100 due to rounding. 







f. PUPILS AND TEACHERS BY TYPE OF HANDICAP 








T. REGULAR PROGRAH UTA 








FISCAL YEAR 1975 


FISCAL YWR 1976 _ 


FISCAL YEAR 


1977 






FISCAL YEARS 










PUPIL/ 






PUPIL/ 






PUPIL/ 
TEACHER 

RATIO. 


ITEM 


J975 


1976 


^1977^^ 


HANDICAP 


PUPILS 


TEACHERS 


TEACHER 
RATJL 


PUPILS 


TSACHERS 


TEACER 

JTIO_ 


PUPILS 


TEAl"HER.S 


Pupils (ADM) 


20,964 


20,726 


20,728 


Ed'icable sentally 
fetarded (AW) 


130.8 


14.67 


8.9 


116,5 


13 


7.8 


116.5 


15 


7.8 


ClassrooB teachers (PTE) 
Teacher/pupil ratio 


881 
23.8 


936 
22.1 


936 
22,1 


Extrew learning 
probleis 


958 


21 


45.6 


1,701 


28 


60.8 


1,876 


36 


52.1 


Net operating cost per pupil 


$1,266 


$1,436 


$1,560 


Speech 


776 


9 


86,2 


1,550 


9.5 


163,2 


1,550 


10.5 


147,6 


Transportation cost per pupil 


$11 


$12 


$15 


Entioitally disturbed'' 


30,5 


5 


6.1 


43.9 


5 


8.8 


43.9 


6 


7.3 


Instructional supplies and 
equlpncnt cost per pupil 


$43,13 


$36.00 


$44.46 


Other 





























''''Ql'*'ion does not include claimable costs for homebound. 

ERIC 



EXHIBIT VII 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 
BEAVERTON 48J 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 



I 









A, COST Br TYPE OF HANDICAP 










B. COSTS m SELECTED COST CATECORIES 






FISCA. YEAR 1975 






FISCAL YEAH 1976 






FISCAL VEAR 1977 








NiKDIfAP 


CUIHABIE 
COSTS 


NUUBER OF 
PVPIIS 


COST ?U 
PtPIl 


CUIWBU 
COSTS 


m OF 

a'PllS^ 


COST PEH 
PUPIL 


CUIMABLE 
COSTS 


mn OP 

PVPILS 


CO^r PER 




FISCAL vms 


Eduable lentally 
retarded 




















CATECORy 


1975 1976 1977 


$ 206.124 


132 


SI 577 


S 233 405 


143 


SI, 632 


S 261.354 


143 


$1,628 


Adninlstratlve saUries »nd benefits 


S52,334 S62,902 S67,306 


btreie lesralDf 
probleu 


416.282 


2.538 


m 


480,202 


2.396 


200 


513,953 


2,398 


214 


Itinerant teacher travel cost per 
teacher 


322 290 427 


Speech 

EMtlonilly disturbed 


133.6S4 
80,208 


812 
31 


165 
2,587 


146,846 
161,960 


824 

101 


178 
1,604 


156,905 
173,993 


824 

101 


190 
1,723 


Special supplies and equipment 
cost per pupil 


5.31 7.03 7,57 


lioie!)Oi]Dd 


48.51D 


42 


1,155 


64.335 


52 


1.237 


66,391 


52 


1315 


Transportation cost per pupil 


193 131 131 


Other 


129,983 






116,632 






125^766 










TOTAL 


$1.016.766 


3,5_5_5 


S 286 


$1.205,600 


3j51fl 


i _343 


8lj300j62 


3,518 


S. 370 







C. COSTS ANT DAILY CL\SS HOURS PER mm BY_nPE OF PROGRAM 





COSTS BY FISCAL YEAR 


DAILY CUISS 
PER TEACHER 


TYPE OF PROCRA« 


1975 


1976 


1977 


Special class 


S 157.244 


S 201,079 


S 228,721 


5 


Resource roon 


434,521 


495,621 


329,669 


5 


Itinerant teacher 


171.887 


240.388 


258,559 


4.5 


Hooe instruction 


46.017 


60,i>78 


64,851 




I^iitloning 










School psychologists 


104,793 


94.632 


101256 




i^ipil transportation 


31.470 


32.000 


32.000 




Administration 


52,33< 


62,902 


67,306 




Other 


18,300 


.18,000 


18,000 




TOTAL 


51,016,766 


81,205,600 


31,300,362 





1). SOURCE OF niNPS 
.FISCAL YEAR 1975 FISCAL YEAR 1976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 



- -AHOllNT PERCEHI^ AjlOLHL ^ PERCFKT^ AMOUNT PERCEwj 

General district^ S 666.646 85.0 $1,045,600 67.0 31,000,362 77.0 

Federal Brants . . . . - . 

l\iition froa other districts - - . . , . 

SDE special education grants 150,120 15.0 160.000 13.0 300,000 23.0 

Other 2 ; : : : : 

TOTAL $l,01Gj766 lOO^O $JL2O5j600 lOOJ S lj00^3 62 10O._O 



1 



Includes local ana Interisediate snijrces ar;! M mraiits, eAClyding restricted Krants-in-iiid 
pertaining to the special education of handi.^ippcd children. 

Percentages m not total 100 due to rounding. 



E. PDPILS AND TEACHERS BY TYPE OF HANDICAP 



FISCAL YEAR 1975 



FISCAL YEAR 1976 



FISCAL YEAR 1977 



pupil/ 

TWCHER 



PUPIL/ 
TEACHER 



PUPIL/ 
HACHER 



HANDICAP 


PUPILS 


TEACHERS 


.RATIO. 


PUPILS 


TEACHERS 


..RATIO 


PUPILS 


TEACHERS 


RATIO^ 
















Fdiicable sentally 
retarded (ADH) 


132 


9 


14,7 


143 


10 


14,3 


143 


10 


14.3 


E^treie learninj 
problens 


2,538 


27^ 


94.0 


2.398 


27^ 


88.8 


2 396 


27^ 


88,6 


Speech 


812 


8 


101,5 


824 


9 


91,6 


824 


9 


91,6 


EwtionjUy disturbed 


31 


5 


6.2 


101 


7 


14,4 


101 


7 


14,4 



Other 



F. RMUB.PRQCflAll QATA 



ITEM 



Pupils (AMI) 

Cbssroow teackrs (ni) 

Teacher/pQpil ratio 

Net operating; cost per pupil 

Transportation cost per pupil 

instructional supplies and 
equipment cose per pupil 



FISCAL YEARS 


1975 


1976 


1977 


20.102 


20,101 


30,100 


830 


847 


847 


23.6 


23,7 


23,7 


SI, 211 


$1,456 


81,613 


S50 


S64 


$69 


853 


S64 


*70 



>es not include 11 to 14 teachers who are not ELP certified. 



EXHIBIT VIII 



?mmi A\lJ STATISTICAL DATA 
NORTH CLACKAMS 12 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 



k rnsT BV m HANDICAF 



FISCAL YEAR 1976 



FISCAL yEARl971_ 



bJucible MDtilly 
Ixtreie \tirm 
8p«ccb 

tootlouUy distwM 

HoHbouod 

Otber 

TOTAL 



CLAIHABLE 
COSTS 



$173,230 

' 230,635 
92,801 

IS, 535 
4^,189 
$559.390 



NDHBEil OF 
PUPILS 



141 

1,279 
519 

57 
_277 
2,273 



COST PER 
PUPIL 



CmXABLE 
COSTS 



$1,229 $278,328 



179 



325 



S 246 



266,925 
108,643 

30,837 
33^332 
$718,065 



mu OF 

PUPILS 



150 

1,2^0 
520 

75 
150 
2.175 



COST PER 
WPIL 



$1,855 

209 
209 

4U 

$ 330 



CLAIUA8LE 
COSTS 



$297 643 

316,763 
114,531 

33,334 
36,986 
$799.257 



KUlffiER OF 
PUPILS 



150 

1,280 
520 

75 
J50 
2i75 



COST PER 
PUPIL 



$1,984 



247 

220 



444 



2^175 $J67 



C, COSTS ,ND DAILY _CLASS HOURS PER TEACHER BY TYPE 07 PROGRAM 
COSTS BV FISCAL YEAR 



ryPE OF PROGRAK 
Special class 
Resource rooa 
Itinennt teichet 
Ho&e infltructlon 
l\iltlonln? 

School pByjbologiflts 

Pu^ll tnnsportition 

Adalnlstntlon 

Other 

TOTAL 



1975 
$150,551 
54,604 
251,694 
17,553 

40,147 
15,200 
29,641 



_ 1B76 
5 87,073 
164,894 
315,342 
28,181 
5,683 
22,679 
32.372 
61,842 



$559,390 $718.065 



1977 

$101,545 
184,193 

352,946 
30,592 
7,000 
23,544 
32,400 
65,737 
1.300 

$799.25? 



E, pypiLS AND TEACHERS BV TYPE OF HANDICAP 



FISCAL YEAR 1975 _ 



FISCAL YEAR 1976 



FISCAL YEAR 197? 



HAND1CA_P_. 



PUPIL/ PtIPIL/ PUPIL' 

TJACHER IJACKZfi TEACRER 

PUPILS TtACHEHS RATIO PUPILS TEACHERS RATIO PUPILS .TE AC HER S JATHL 



Educable nentally 
KUiJed (AM) 

ixtreie learning 



125 10.6 11.8 



12,0 



108 



Speech 

Eoctiooally disturbed 
Otber 



1.279 
519 



16 79.9 1,280 
7 74,1 520 



80,0 1.280 
74.3 520 



12.0 

80,0 
74.3 



B, COSTS FOR SELECTED COST CATKORIES 



FISCAL YEARS. 



CATEGORY 



1975 



1976 



1977 



idilnistrativeSKlirlcsaDd benefits $29,641 $61842 $65,737 
121 18? 236 



Itinerant teacher 'ravel cost per 
leacber 



Special supplies and equipient 
cost per pupil 4.72 6.63 5.95 



Transportation cost per pupil 



144 



144 



D. SOURCE OF niNDS 
FISCAL YEAR 1175 FISCAL YEAR 1976 



FISCAL YEAR 1977 



DAILY CLASS HOURS 
PER TEACHER (EST, ) 


SOURCE 


jiHOUjiT _ 


PERCENf 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT^ 


AHOUW 




5 


General district^ 


$430,551 


77.0 


S567,065 


82.0 


S667.875 


84.0 


5 


federal grants 


20,000 


4,0 


23,000 


3,0 


31.382 


4,0 


4,5 


T\)Ulon froi other districts 
















' S?E special education grants 


108.639 


15.0 


108.000 


15.0 


100,000 


12.0 




Other 
















TOTAL 


S559JJ^ 


100,0 


$718,065 


100,0 


$799,25? 


lOM 



Includes local and intemediate sources and SDE grants, excluding restricted grants-in-aid 
pertaining to the special education of handicapped children. 

Percentages nay not total lOO due to rounding. 



F. REGUUR PROCRAi! DATA 







FISCAL YEARS 




ITEM 


1975... 


J976 _ 


J977_ 


Pupils (ADUl 


13,050 


13,737 


13,737 


Classrooa teachers (FTE) 


543.5 


550.5 


550.5 


Teacher/pupil ratio 


24.0 


25.0 


25.0 


M operatiiig cost per pupil 


$1,217 


$1,403 


$1,512 


Transportation cost per pupil 


',59 


$63 


S65 


Inst'ruc.ti,onal supplies and 









equipment cost per pupil 



$61 



S64 



$52 



ERLC 



EXHIBIT IX 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 

DAVID DOUGLAS 40 
PROGRAllS FOR MNDICAPPED CHILDREN 



.1, COST t1 WE OF MMCUP 



FlSCm m 1975 



Fiscm m 1976 



nsciii m .977 



HANDICAP 


CUIHABLl 

COSTS 


NUIIBER Of 
PUPILS 


COST PER 
PUPIL 


CUIIIABLE 
COSTS 


WHBER or 
PDPILS 


COST m 

mi 


CLAIMBLE 

COSTS.. 


NljfflER 0? 
PIPILS 


COjr /ER 
PUPIL __ 




FISCAL YEARS 


Educable uDtaUy 
rettrded 


S147.167 


12$ 


$1,168 


$1S7.I61 


115 


SI 454 


S188 m 


il5 


SI. 639 


CATECORV 

AdBinisirative salaries and benefits 


1975 1976 1977 
S29.325 S36.703 S39.122 


Cxtr«M leirnins 
probleu 




















Ilinerant teacher 'ravel cost per 
leacHer 


35 35 35 




62,059 


260 


239 


73.176 


220 


333 


70,613 


220 


321 


Special supplies and equipnent 
cost per pupil 


16.07 17 70 23.57 


botlomlly disturbed 


. 69.845 


30 


2.328 


88,366 


36 


2,455 


102,561 


36 


2,a49 


TransportJtion cost per pupil 


93.08 218.63 220.83 


KftieboiiDd 


8,910 


37 


241 


7,008 


30 


234 


8,218 


30 


274 






Otber 


30.813 


JL 




45,923 






43.178 










TWAL 


$;n8,794 


460 


$ 693 


$381,634 


401 


SJ52 


S413^ 


401 


SI, 030 







C. COSTS AND DAIU CUSS HOURS PER mm BV TYPE OF mm 
COSTS 8y FISCAL YEAR 



TYPE OF PROCiUiH 



1975 



1976 



1977 



DAILY CLASS HOURS 
PER TEACHER (ISlV 



Special class 


$166. 74j 


5197.940 


$230,138 


5 


desource roon 










Itinerant te'^eher 


72,136 


66,138 


63.925 


4,5 


How instruction 


6,284 


6,334 


7.440 




!\iitloninK 


4,707 


8,000 


4.320 




School psyeholoitists 


17,695 


20,021 


21,095 




Pupil transportation 


21,904 


46 298 


47 018 




AdDi Hi St ration 


29.325 


36.703 


39.122 




Other 




_JOO 






TOTAL 


5318,794 


^381^.634 


$413,058 





B, COSTS FOR SELECTED COST CATEGORIES 



D. .SOURCE Of RINDS 
_FISCA_L_Y_EAR 1975 flSCAl YEAR 1976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 



SOURCE 



General district^ 
Federal grants 

Tuition fron other districts 
SDE special education grants 
Other 
TWAL 



A.HOUNT PERCENf 



AWXINT 



$252,967 79.0 



PERCENf 

S302.634 79.0 



AMOUNT PERCENf 



65,827 



531L794 



21.0 



$338,058 



75,000 



82.0 



$381,634 100.0 S413,058 



Includes local and Utfrvediate sources and SDE grants, excluding restricted grants-in-aid 
pfrtalnin; to the special education of handicapped children, 

Percentages nay not total 100 due to rounding. 



E. PUPILS ASP TEACHERS BY TYPE OF HANDICAP 



FISCAL YEAR 1975. 



FISCAL JEAR1976 



'ISCAL YEAR 1977 



mil 

TEACHER 



mem 



POPIL/ 
TEACIR 



muDic^p pjPiLS mcffiRs jm Em » m Mm JI!L 



Educable ^Dtally ^ ^ ^„ ^ . i,.; qm 

retarded (AW) iOl.O 9 U.2 92.2 8 11.5 92.2 



11.5 



Extrene learolag 
prcibleas 



4 55.0 220 4 55.0 



Speech 260 4 65.0 2! 

toticnally disturbed" 21.7 4 5.4 26.0 4 6,5' 26.0 4 6.5 



Other 



F, REGUUR PRQCHAil DATA 



ITEH 


1975 


FISCAL YEARS 
1976 ' 


1377 


Pupils (Am) 


7,414.8 


7.644.8 


7.486 


ClassrooD teachers (Tti) 


362,6 


357,7 


357.0 


l^acber/pupil ratio 


2G.4 


21.4 




Net operating cost per pupil 


Si, 327 


31.393 


SI, 509 


Transportation cost per pupil 


541.26 


$48,50 


S54.79 


instructional supplies and 









equipment cost per pupil 



1.16 841.01 $42.90 



ERIC 



82 



EXHIBIT X 



. FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 

CORVALLIS 509J 
PROGRAJIS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 



^. COST BY TYPE OF BAKIIICAP 



Vm YKR 1975 



FISCAL YEAR 1976 



. BANDICAP 



EduobU Kotally 
retarded 

Estnw leirniDK 



CUIKABLE 

__C08TS 



$102,682 



FISCAL YEAR 1977 



PVPILS 



COST PER 
PtlPIL 



51,867 



CUIKABLE 
COSTS 



$123,158 



NUMBER OF 
PUPILS 



COST PER 
PtPlL 



$2,799 



CLAIMABLE 
COSTS 



$130,220 



MR OF 
PUPILS 



COST PER 
. PUPIL 



$2,960 



prtblMs 


79,259 


67 


1,183 


93,522 


76 


1,230 


100,996 


76 


1,329 


Speecb 


55.998 


181 


309 


62,939 


172 


366 


68,600 


172 


399 


BvtioMlly disturbed 


81,751 


28 


2.920 


95,425 


22 


4,336 


103,181 


22 


4,690 




6,030 


14 


431 


11,973 


14 


555 


12,847 


14 


918 


OtUer 


le.gPO 


135 


J25 


20.509 


138 


149 


28.677 


138 




TOTAL 


$342^572 


480 


$ 714 


$407.526 


466 


SJ74 


$444j521 


466 


$JH 



C. COSTS m DAILY CLASS HOiJRS PER TTACHER BY HPE OF PROGRAM 
COS?S BY FISCAL YEAR 



m OF PROCRAH 



1975 



1976 



1977 



DAILY CUSS HOURS 
PERTEACHlHiEST.) 



Special class 


$134,621 


$157,586 


$166,957 


.5 


Resource roon 










ItineraQt teacher 


118, 90S 


138,690 


150,498 


3 


Hone instnictlOD 


4,764 


9,950 


10,686 


m 


Piitlotilng 










Scliool psychologists 


20,405 


21,800 


23,544 


m 


Pupil trsnsportation 


25,765 


32,930 


42,540 


M/A 


AdniQistratlon 


38,110 


46,570 


50,296 


N/A 


Other 








m 


TOTAL 


$342,570 


$ffi526 


$444,521 





B. COSTS FOR SELECITD COST aTEGORIES 



FISCAL YEARS 



CATEGORY 



1975 



1976 1977 



AdBlnistraiive salaries and benefits $38,110 $46,570 $50,296 
150 231 231 
15.26 



Itinerant teacher travel cost per 
teacber 

Special supplies aud equlpieat 
cost pupil 

Transportation cost per pupil 



9.44 

310 



17,77 
499 



D, SOURCE OF FUNDS 
jmyriA_B_1975 fiscal year 1976 



FISCAL YEAR 1977 



SOURCE 



J&L PSKEfn^ Ayou«T percent^ ahouht perceiJ? 



,1 



Ceneral district' $270,302 78.9 $352,646 
Federal sratits 

I\titlon rro« other districts 10.484 3.1 

SUE special education grants 61,784 18.0 54,880 13. i 

Other , ■ J • - , 

TOTAL ??42J70 



$373,771 84.1 



70,750 l5,9 



Includes local anC Utemediate sources and SDE grants, excluding restricted grants-in-aid 
pertaining to ttie sp?cl;l education of handicapped cMldren. 

Percentages nay not total 100 ( ,( to rounding. 



H. WPILS AND TtACHERS BY HPE OF BAHDiaP 



FlSai YEAR 1975 



JISCAl YEAR 1976 



FISCAL YEAR 1977 







PUPIL/ 






PUPIL/ 
TIACHER 
_RATIO 




PUPIL/ 
lEACilER 






FISCAL YEARS 




HANDICAP 


PUPILS TEACffiRS 


TEACHER 
.P.ATIO 


PUPILS 


TEACHERS 


PUPILS MRS 


ITEH 


. 1975 


. 1976 


_1977 




RATIO 


Pupils (AUI) 


7,670 


7,555 


7,452 


EducaMe lentally 
retarded (ADlj) 


49.5 4 


12.4 


39,6 


4 


9,9 


39,6 i 


9.9 


ClassrooB teactiers (FTE) 


358 


356 


352 


Extreue learning 
















Tejcher/pupil ntio 


21.4 


21.2 


21.2 


probleDs 


67 3 


22,3 


76 


4 


19,0 


76 4 


19.0 


Nit operatios (^ost per pupil 


$1,372 


$1,543 


$1,554 


Speech 


181 3 


60,3 


172 


3 


57,3 


172 3 


57.3 


Transportation cost per pupil 


$46.70 


$58.40 


S65.8(l 


Ewtiowilly disturbed'^ 


19.9 4 


5.0 


15.6 


4 


3.9 


15.6 4 


3.9 


Instructional supplies and 









Other 



135 



leo.O 138 



184, C 



138 



184.0 



F. RECUUR PHOCRAH DATA 



equipaent cost per pupil 



i44.34 $50,95 $53,05 



J 



ERIC 



-o4 



EXHIBIT XI 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 

LAKE OSIEGO 7 
PROGRAlIS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 



HAHDICAP 



A. COST BY nPE OF HANDlCtf 
FIsaL YlARl975 FISCAL YlAfl 1976 



FISCAL YEAR 1977 



CLAINAfiLE 
COSTS 



Mmi OF 
KPILS 



COST PER 
PUPIL 



CUIKABLE 

rr-Ts 



%m OF 

PUPILS 



COST PIR 
Pl]PIL 



CUIMABLE 
COST? 



NUHBER OF 
PUPILS . 



COST PER 
PUPIL 



Eductble untilly 
retirdeil 


$ 82.062 


51 


$1,609 




41 


$2,397 


$96,r. 


41 


$2,346 


btreie leirslQg 
p'robleis 


140.812 


6^1 


207 


16i.; J 


587 


280 


187,602 


587 


320 


Speecb 


40,442 


179 


226 


i4,670 


121 


369 


41.938 


121 


346 


ERDtiOMily dlsturM 


41,827 


HO 


290 


f.e,567 


152 


385 


63,036 


152 


415 




2,433 


6 


406 


1,294 


6 


716 


4,502 


6 


750 


Other 


2.585 


e 


J31 


y.74l 


J 




8.525 


_J 


1,421 


TMAL 


$310.161 


1,063 


$^292 


S377_i53 


913 




$401,777 


913 


$ 440 



B. COSTS m SELECTED COST CATEGOlIIES 



FISCAL YEARS 



CATECORY 



1975 



1976 



1977 



AdBinlstrative salaries and benefits $25,630 $39,347 $42,298 

Itinerant teacher travel cost per 
teacher 



Special supplies aod equipnent 
cost per pupU 3.02 5.34 

Trip.sportatlon cost per pupil 156 553 



6.82 



C. roSTS m daily class HQUR5 PER TEAjl"- BY TYPE OF PROCRAK 



D, SOURCE OF nm 





COSTS BY FISCAL YEAR 


DAILY CUSS HOURS 
PER TEACHER (EST. ) 




FISCAL YEAR 197S 


FISCAL YEAR 1976 


FISCAL YEAR 1977 


m OF mm 


1975 


1976 


._1_971_ 


sour;i 


_ _AHQU?IT 


PERCEKr 


AttOUNT 


PERCENT^ 


AMOUKT rERCENT^ 


Special class 










General district^ 


$?50.2J^ 


80,7 


$316,153 


83.7 


$266,946 71.4 


Resource roou* 


5227,746 


$243,843 


$21)7.390 


5 


federal grants 












Itinerant teacher 










l\)ition tm other districts 












Home instniction 


2,232 


3.947 


4,028 


N/A 


SI£ special education grants 


59,767 


19,3 


61,500 


16.3 


114,829 28.6 


T^ltionlDK 










Oilier 












School psychologists 


43,666 


64,638 


69,486 


N/A 


IWAL 


$310.161 


loo.g 


S377JB53 




$401,777 lOO.t; 


pQpll transportation 


8.885 


20.978 


28,575 


N/A 














Adnlnlstration 


25,630 


39,347 


42,298 


N/A 


Includes local and interEtedlate sources and SDE grams, excluding restricted grants-in-aid 
pertaining to the special education of handicapped children. 


Other 
TOTAL 


$310.161 


$377^53 


$401777 




2 

Percentages nay not total 100 due to rounding. 









ThPiij^ftc integrated classes. 

"ERIC 

y^^tars assigned to program. 





E PUPILS AND TEACHERS BY OF HANDICAP 






F. REGUUH m'.: HTA 








Flsai YFAR 1975 


FISCAL YFJIR 1976 


FISCAL YEAR i977 ■ ••' 






FISaL YEARS 








PUPIL/ 


mu 




PUPIL' 


ITEU 


1975 


1976 


_1977 _ 


HANDICAP 


PUPILS TTJiCHERS 


TEACHER 
J& 


TEACHER 

PUPILS TEACHERS JATIO^ 


PUPILS 


mCHEHS RATIO 


Pupils (ADU) 


5,714 


6.685 


6.685 


Jducable wntally 
retarded (ADU) 


48.3 4 


IM 


38.8 4 9.7 


38.8 


3,5 11.1 


Classroom teachers (HE) 
Teacher/pupll ratio 


260 
25.0 


28] 
23.8 


•o\ 
23.1J 


Gxtreie learning 
probleis 

Speed) 

Eflotlonally disturbed*^ 


681 8 
179 2 


85,1 
89,5 


587 8 73,4 
121 2 60 5 


-,87 
121 


8,;, B9.(l 
2 ■ 60 


Net operating cost per pupil 

Transportation cost per pupil 

Iwtructional suppllM and 
equipt^snt cost per pupil 


31,110 
$42 

S:i6,44 


$1,275 
$44 

$41.80 


Sl.3^, 

S5'' 

$52.74 


Other 





















EXHIBIT XII 



FINANCIAL M STATISTICAL DATA 
BEND 1 

PROGRAMS FOR MNDICAPPED CHILDREN 



», COS? By WPE Of mio! 



rmi w 1976 



Fisyuaum 



C. COSTS AM mu cuss HOIIBS PE» TaCHEH ^ WPE OF PIOCMM 





COSTS By FISCAL VIAR . . 


mVi CLASS 
PER TE.1CHER 


TYPEC mm 


1975 


1976 


1977 


Special cUss 


5 fiH.971 


S 85,855 


•S 94,814 


5 


Resource roon 


128.987 


161.073 


171,163 


5 


Itinerant teacher 


(1, 682 


78.869 


112,294 


4 


HoK instruction 


S.140 


10.092 


12, MO 


N;A 


l\iltlonlti|; 










School psycholcglsts 










I^pil transportation 


6,380 


2.800 


2,800 


n;a 


AdBlolst ration 


21675 


23,306 


25.170 




Other 




_ 500 




N/A 


TOTAL 


5304,035 


$360,495 


'!.3B8j751 





E. PUPILS m mcms by type qf haspicap 



FISCAL YEAR 1975 



FISCAL YEAR 1976 



FISCAL YEAR 1977 



PUPIL/ 
TEACH5R 



PUPIL/ 
TCACBER 



HANDICAP 


PUPILS TEACHERS 


MIQ 


PIJPILS 


TBCHERS 


RATIO 


PIIP.ILS 


Educable gentally 
retarded (AW) 


57.1 4 


14.3 


54 


4 


13.5 


M 


&ctreae learning 
probleos 


299 5 


59,8 




5 


42,8 


225 


Speech 


22) 4 


55.2 


202 


4 


50.5 


212 


EMLlouUy disturbed 


60 1,2 


40.0 


{0 


1,5 


26,? 


42 



4 4 



42 1,5 



piip:l/ 

HACKER 



13,5 

J5,0 
53.0 
28 



Ottie: 





CUIHABLE 


mn Of 


COST m 


CUIJIABLE 


mvi OF 


COST PER 


CUIWBU 


NDIIBER OF 


CO?r PER 


RAHDO 


COSTS 


PUPILS 


PlPIL 


COSTS 


PUPILS 


a'PiL 


COSTS 


PUPILS 


PUPIL 


Uucible i»Dttny 
retarded 


$ 84,354 


63 


SI, 339 


S 94,791 


60 


$1.5»0 


SI 04,365 


63 


$1,656 


KxtreK leirolDi 
problMi 


101.024 


299 


338 


124,086 


214 


580 


132,397 


225 


588 


Speecb 


71.468 


221 


323 


82.187 


202 


407 


87,988 


212 


415 


EiotlODally disturt)ed 


41.508 


60 


692 


18,116 


40 


1,203 


50,636 


42 


1,206 


Hoaebound 


5.661 


15 


379 


10.791 


40 


270 


13.365 


42 


318 


Other 
TOTAL 








524 


J 


175 








$304.035 


658 


$J62 


$360.495 


i59 


SJ45 


$388.,75J 




$ 666 



R, COSTS FOR SELECTED COST CATKDftlES 



FISCAL YEARS.. 



CATEC05Y 



1975 



1976 



1977 



AdAlnistrative salaries and benefits $2^,875 »23,306 <2S,170 

347 219 



Itinerant teacher travel cost per 
teicher 



Special supplies and squipient 
cost per pupil 

Transportation cost per pupil 



1.15 



9.44 
47 



8.51 
44 



0. SOtlRCE or FUNDS 



FISCAL YEAR 1975 



FISCAL YEAR 1976 



FISCAL YEAS 1977 



SOtirE 



AHOIM PmNT^ AMOUNT PKRCEN^ . AIKWNT PgCESH^ 



,1 



$251,648 82.fi $304,495 84. 



General district 
Federal grants 

Tuition froB other districts 

SDE special education (trants 52.387 17.2 

Otber — : — ~ 

ItffAl $3.0103,5 100,0 S360J95 100. 



56,000 



:?328.?.51 



84.4 



60,500 15.6 



$388_,75l lOO.O 



^ Includes loc3l and Interaediate m\ s and SDE grants, excluding restricted grants-in-aid 
pertaininj; to the special educaliop o( handicapped children, 

^ Percentages itay not total 100 10 rounding. 



F, REGliUR PROCRAK .DATA 







FISWL YEARS 




ITEM 


1975 


1976 




lapih; (ADM) 


5,695 


5,746 


D,796 


ClassrooB teachem (FTE) 


238 


290 


290 


Teacher/pupil rati? 


23,9 


19 8 


20.0 


Net operating cost per pupil 


$1,160 


$1.21 


51,582 


Transportation cost per pupil 


S49 


$72 


$77 


Insirtictlonal supplies and 
equipiteiH cost per pupil 


$49.36 


S6i,09 


S68.70 



ERIC 



EXHIBIT XIII 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 
LINCOLN COUNTY UNIT 
PROGRAJIS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDRF.N 









A. COST BY HPE OP HANOICAV 
































B. COSTS FOR SEltCTED COST CATBOORIBS 








FISCA'. VEAR 1975 




FISCAL 1976 






FISCAL YEAR 1977 










CLAIHABLE 


Xl'ffiER OF 


COST PER 


CLAlmE NUHBEK Of 


COST PER 


CUIWBLE 


NVVBER OF 


COST PER 


FISCAL YEARS 




mm? 


COSTS 


PUPILS 


PL'PIL 


COSTS Pl'PILS 


a'PlL 


COSTS 


Pl'PILS 


PUPIL 




Mucjble lenUlly 


















TATWiORV 1975 1976 


1977 
























$ 94.126 


45 


S2,092 


S112.fl04 45 


52,507 


$121,369 


45 


S2.697 


Adwnismtive salaries and benefits S22,5p4 $22,372 


S23.523 


Extreie Itmhi 


91,335 
















Itinerant teacher travel cost per 




probleit 


217 


421 


Ua,909 217 


543 


132,493 


217 


610 


leactier $396 $537 


Speech 


87.887 


280 


314 


53,943 280 


193 


48,104 


280 


172 


Special supplies and equipient 




EiotloMlly dlsturtied 


















cost per pupil $5.12 ^.35 


S4,I>1 








13,517 100 


439* 


36,263 


100 


363 




















Transportatioo cost pex p^Jpll S4? 595 


b 


HoKtwucd 


5.882 


20 


294 


^.122 20 


216 


4,083 


20 


204 




Other 












































MAL 


$279,230 




S .497 


5303J95 662 


SJ04^ 


S34yi2 


662 


S 516 






c, COSTS AsDomy CUSS 


HOURS PER TEACHER BY TYPE OF PROGRAM 










D. SOURCE OF FUNDS 






COSTS BY FISCAL YEAH 












FISCAL YEAR 1975 FISCAL YEAR 1976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 


TYPE OF PROORAK 


I975__ 


1976 


1977 


DAILY CLASS HOCRS 
PER TEACHER (EST.) 








SOURCE 


AMOUNT PERCENf AMOUNT PEHCET AMOOHT 


PERCENI^ 


Special class 


$ 84,397 


$100,224 


S113,029 


5 






General district^ 


$228,176 81.? $260,495 8S.8 $299,312 


87.4 


Resource rooa 


83,948 


110,144 


123.388 


3 






Federal grants 






Itinerant teacher 


80,779 


62,487 


78,569 


4 






'I\iition fros other districts . - - . 




Home instruction 


5.405 


4,003 


3,803 








SDE special education grants 51.054 16.3 43.000 14.2 43,000 


12.6 


TultioniflK 














Other 








School psychologists 














TOTAL 




$279^230 lOOJ $303^95 lOOJ $342^312 


lOM 


Pjpi! transportation 


2.117 


4,265 


















Adilnlstntlori 


22,584 


22,372 


23,523 


N/A 






^ Includes local and intefaediate sources apd SOE grants, excluding restricted grants-in-aid 
















pertaining to the special education of tiaudl capped cblldres. 




Other 














•> 






















Percentages nay not total 100 due ti mm%, 




TOTAL 


$2?9J30 


$303 J95 


534^12 


















E. 


PUPILS m TEACHERS BY TYPE OF HANDICAP 










F. RDGUUR PROGRAH DATA 






FISCAL YEAR 1975 


FISCAL YEAR 1976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 






FISCAL YEARS 








m\il 




mil 




PUPIL' 






ITEL. 1975 1976 


1977 






TEACHEF 




TEACHER 


TEACHER 






PupUs (AW) 5,075 5,024 




HANDICAP 


p'JPILS TEACHERS RATIO 


PUPILS 


TEACHERS .jATIO_ PUPILS 


TEACHERS 


JUL 






4,951 




















Classroom teachers (FTE) 250 262 


2S6 


Educahle lentally 






















retarded m) 


40 


6 6.7 


40 


6 6,7 40 


6 


6.7 






Teacber/pupU ratio 20.2 19.2 


19.2 


Extreae learninK 


















I'et operating cost per pupil si, 413 $1,553 


$1,687 


problems 


217 


6 36.2 


217 


7,1 30.6 217 


7.1 


30.6 






















Trapsportnlon cost per pupil 585 5120 


$140 


Speech 


280 


4.1 68.3 


280 


3.1 90.3 280 


3,1 


90.3 


























Instructional supplies and 




Eaotlonally disturbed 






100 


2 50,0 100 


2 


50,0 






etHilpnent cost per pupil 5^5,54 §85.52 


SB8.03 


Other 























Inckles nonclaiin?,ble federal funding - $30,400. 




■vel budgeted. 



90 



EXHIBIT XIV 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 
PARKR0SE3 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 



S, COST H m Of MHIIIW 



HSCtt m» 1975 



rmi VMS 19J6 



FISCAL ran 1917 





CUIXABU 
COSTS , 


jH'sber of 

WPILS 


COST m 
mi 


cuimE 

COSTS 


mu OF 

KPILS 


COST PER 
RPIL 


CUiilABLE 

COSTS. _ 


mil OF 

niPILS 


COST PM 

_WPl_l_ _ 










MuciUe leouny 
























FISCAL irL:Ri} 




S 70.269 


60 


51,171 


5 83,946 


59 


SI, 423 


S100.734 


60 


SI 679 


CATEGORY 


1975 


1976 . ^ 


1977 


btrae leirDiD{ 




















Adiinistrati'/e salaries iiA benefits 




S37.513 


540.670 


pnblMi 
Speecb 


40,158 


US 
264 


381 
152 


70.343 
47 264 


169 
212 


416 
223 


72.943 
76.049 


169 
280 


43? 
272 


Itinerant teacher travel cost per 
teacher 


110 


118 


89 


EwtiooiUy disturted 


95.604 


55 


1,742 


122.517 


56 


2,188 


138.790 


60 


2 313 


Special supplies and equipment 
cost per pupil 


12,14 


16,64 


20,99 


SoMbottOd 


4,660 


^2 


2U 


3,733 


12 


311 


3,694 


12 


308 


Transportation cost per pupil 


:3 


104 


100 


Other 


12.574 


u, 


_ M 


12,087 




N/A 


12,174 


M 


m 










TOTAL 






m 


S339.892 


M 


S669 


$404.384 


581 













B. COSTS FOR SaiCTID CQSl' CATKORIES 



C. COSTS ANB MllY CUS^HOURS PERTEACffiR BY TYPE OF PROGMH 





COSTS BY FISCAL YMR 


DAILY CUSS HOURS 
PER TEACHER (EST,) 




FISCAL yUR 197S 


FISCAL YEAR 1976 


FISCAL YEAR 1977 


TYPE OF PROGMH 


197S 


1976 


1977 


SOURCE 


AtlOUNT 


PERCENT^ 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT^ 


AKOUNT 


PERCENT^ 


Special class 


$115,902 


$141,353 


$126,569 




G«Deral diitrlct^ 


$213,464 


fiO 


$284,892 


84 


$347,384 


86 


Resource rooi 


24.267 


30.385 


76,806 


5 


Federal grants 














Itinerant teacher 


74.960 


104.627 


133.934 


4.3 


Itiltlon froi other districts 














HOK instruction 


4.103 


3.321 


3.321 


H A 


SDE special education grants 


54, 9e: 


20 


55. cot 


16 


57,000 


14 


T\iltloninK 








N/A 


Other 














School psychologists 








n 


TOTAL 


$268jl51 


lOO 


$339.892 


jOO 


$404j384 


lOO 


I^tpll transportation 


6.039 


11.940 


11,940 


















Adulnlstratlon 

Other 

TOTAL 


32,110 

Mil 

$268.45] 


JOJ^SS 

km 


10,670 
^10^944 
$4p4J84 


N A 

n 

N/A 


' Includes !>. :al and Intentedinte sources and SDE grants, excluding restricted graotfi-in-aid 
pertaining to the special education of tiaud^ capped children, 

2 

Percentages say not total 100 dup to roandlng. 





E, PIPI LS ll}iD .TEACHERS 6Y T^'PE OF HAKDICAP 



FISCAL YEAR 1975 



FISCAL YEAH 1976 



FISCAL YEAR 1977 



TEACHER 



PUPIL/ 
mCKR 



PUPIL/ 
TEACHER 



F, REGUUiR PROCHAK DATA 



HANDICAP 


KiPILS 




.BATIQ 


PUPILS 


raCHERS 


RATIO 


PUPILS 


TEACeS 


RATIO 


Educable wntally 
















retarded (AH) 


60 


4 


15.0 


59 


4 


14.8 


60 


4 


15.0 


DttreM learning 




















probleis 


118 


2.5 


4,, 2 


169 


3.5 


46.3 


169 


3,5 


48,3 


Speech 


264 


3 


88,0 


212 


3 


70.7 


280 


4 


70. 0 


EwtioMlly disturbed 


55 


6 


J.2 


56 


6 


9.3 


60 


6 


10.0 



Other 







FISCAL YEARS 




ITEH 


1975 


1976 


1977 


Pupils (ADV) 


5,105 


4,895 


4,M5 


ClassrooB teachers (FTE) 


209,3 


224.2 


217.5 


Teacber/pupU ratio 


24.4 


21.8 


21.4 


Net operating cost per pupil 


S1.190 


Sl,401 


Sl,554 


Transportation cost per pupil 


!$22.42 


$29,31 


S41.57 


Instructional supplies and 









sqUpKi'it colt ft: pupil 



S49.31 S)2,39 $56,43 



FRir 



EXHIBIT XV 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 
REY^'OLDS 7 
PROGRAilS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 









A. COS? BY TYPE OF mm 










B, COSTS KB SEliCTID COST CATEGORIES 








FISCAL \m 19/5 




FISCAL VIAf. 1976 






FISCAL rtAR 1977 














:u Liable 

COSTS 


Nl'HBER OF 
Pl'PILS 


CO. ^ PER 
PVPIL 




OF 

Pl'PILS 


COST m 

,__CTL_ 


cuimE 

COSTS. 


Sl'KBER OF 
Pl'PIlS 


PUPIL 






FISCAL ^lARS 




Cducable lentally 
'etirded 




















CATi^fOKY 


1975 


1376 


. .1977 


? 64.215 


60 


n.ojo 


S 87,665 


li8 


SI. 209 


S 90,952 


66 


337 


Malnistritive salaries and benefits "531, 77l 


gJd. JVJ 


53IJ.970 


E:;reM Itmin 


117.843 


467 


252 


1U.434 


426 


332 


155,342 


426 


365 


Itinerant lescher travel cost per 
teacher 


2il 


212 


212 


Speed) 

EiotiORally disturbed 


27.S52 

33,738 


2S8 

27 


96 
1,250 


45J24 
44, 376 


240 

30 


188 
1,479 


61,974 
45,741 


240 
30 


258 
1,525 


Special supplies and e(iulpKnt 
cost per pupil 


7.48 


16.05 


16.46 


Hoieboiisd 


2.369 


U 


217 


],948 


9 


883 


3,389 




377 


Trans^'inatlon cost per pupil 


75 


92 


?2 


Other 


23.51j 






JIM 






?SJ05 














TOTAL 


5269,252 


853 


S 3]6 


S375J59 


773 


S_485 




773 


^_535 

«... - 










C. COSTS AND DAILV CUSS 


HOURS PER TEACHER BY HPE OF PROCRA;! 












D. SOURCE Of R'SDS 










Costs by fiscal \m 


i<AILYCL^'? HOURS 
PER TEACHER I ESTJ 










FISCA. YEAR I97S FISCAL 1976 


FISCAL YEAR 1977 


TYPE CF PfiOCRAJI 


1975 


1976 


1977 








SOURCE 


AHOUliT PERCENT^ JMOUVT 


PFRCEJn^ 


AHOUKT 


PERClST^ 


Special class 


$105,054 


$135,977 


S) 43, 326 


5 








General district^ 


i22\,y:i fi6,0 5342.459 


9J.0 


$299,243 


72.0 


Pesource room 




13.483 


14.776 


5 








Federal grints 










Itlnennt teacner 


101,104 


127.170 


150,583 


4 








T\Jition froR ottiei districts 








HoK Instructloii 


2.107 


7.200 


3.070 










SDE special educauon prams 37^^913 14.0 32,800 


9.0 


114,300 


28.0 


l^itioiviog 


4.0C) 


4.000 


7,000 










Other 












.'Chool psychologists 


13.540 


38,926 


41,818 










TOTAL 




5269 ^2 lOy S375j259 


100,0 


$413,543 


MlP 


k^il transportation 


8,475 


12,000 


12.000 






















Advinlstration 

Other 

WTAL 


31,772 
_lj200 
$269^222 


35,303 
1 JM 


3«,970 

... 2J?? 
S4l3j543 










^ Incl 
pert 

2 

perc 


tides local ar.i! interitiiate sources and SDE grants exclu,^ing restricied grants-in-aid 
a!iiin£ to the special education of handicapped children. 

gntagcs nay rat total 190 due roundtng. 






E. 


PUPILS AND mCH2RS BV TYPE 


OF HANDICAP 








































F. REjllUR 1 


>«JAT^ 








FISCAL m 1975 


FISCAL YEAR 1976 


FISCAL VEAIl 1977 


















miu 

TEACHER 
MRS RATIO 




PCPIL/ 




Pl'PIL/ 










nSCAl< YEARS 




HANDICAP 


PUPILS r\ 

60 


PUPILS 


mem 

TEACHIRS IIUIO 


PI^IPILS mHERS KATIO 






I7Eli 


IS75 


1976 


1977 


Educible lentilly 
retarded (AN) 


4 15.0 


68 


5 13,6 


68 


5 


,'3,6 






Pupils (ADU) 

Classrcon teachers (?TE) 


5,623 
305 


e.ii 

320 


5,989 
315 


Dttreie learning 
probleis 

Speoch 

Csotionally disturbed 
Other 


467 

28F 


7 66.7 
144.0 
2 13.5 


426 
240 

}^ 


8 53.3 
3 80.0 
2 15.0 


426 
240 
30 


8 

3 
2 


53,3 
80.0 
15.0 


• 




Teacher/pupil rUlo 

Net operatjug cost per pupil 

Transportation est per pupil 

InB^nictlonal supplies and 
fc<';ipiiie.n C051 per pupil 


18.4 

!fl,200 
S50 

550 


19.3 
SI. 227 

S53 


19.2 
51.415 
S64 

$53 



ERIC 



EXHIBIT XVI 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 

SOUTH lANE 45J3 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 









A, 


COST By nPE OF HANDICAP 










COSTS FOR SELECTED COST CATKOBISS 






yiSCAL YIAR 1975 




FISCAL YEAR 1S76 






FISCAL YEAR 1977 








RAKDIUP 


CUmBLE 

COSTS 


NUKBER OF 
PVPILS 


COSTPE 
PUPIL 


R CUIKA8LE NUXBER OF 
COSTS PUPILS 


COST PER 


CUIUABU 


NUKBEROF 
PUPILS 


COST PER 




FISCAL YEARS 


PUPIL 


COSTS 


PUPIL 


CATEGORY 


1975 1976 197^ 




















Kducitile lenttlly 
retirded 


$ 52,849 


7'J 


$ 714 


$ 80,584 60 


$1,343 


$81,499 


60 


$1 358 


A^nistntive ularies tod b^peflts 


$13,924 $15,570 $16,496 


ExtnK leirolQg 


44,772 


64 


700 


49,83 0 75 


664 


81,044 


75 


1,080 


Itinerant teacher tnvel cost per 
teacher 


75 89 108 


Spmch 


IS,90S 


S3 


300 


17,917 50 


358 


17.343 


50 


347 


Special supplies and equlpunt • 
cost per pupll 


12.03 22.58 16.50 


botiooall; disturbed) 


10,640 


9 


1,182 


18,998 5 


3,800 


12,222 


5 


2,144 


TriDsportatloD cost per pupil 


29 $51 50 


SoMbouod 


3.393 


7 


485 


3,821 7 


546 


4,079 


7 


S83 






Other 


1,071 






1,198 




1,269 










TOTAL 


$128,630 


E 


$ 621 


$172,348 197 


$^ 


$197,424 


197 


$1,002 







C, COSTS m DAILY CUSS HOURS PER TEACHER BY TYPE OF PROGRAM 





COSTS BY FISaL YEAR 


DAILY CUSS 
PER TEACHER 


TYPE OF mm 


1975 


1976 


1977 


special class 


$ 57,084 


$ 91,922 


$ 85,675 


5 


Resource rooo 


38,345 


42,644 


73,429 


5 


Itlnenat teacher 


14,834 


16,719 


16,074 


4 


aoK iDstnctlon 


2,322 


2,623 


2,778 


N/A 


ItiitlODing 










School psychologists 










hpil transportatiOQ 


2,121 


2,870 


2,970 


N/A 


AdilnlstratloD 


13,924 


15,570 


16,498 


N/A 


Other 










WTAL 


$128,630 


$172.348 


$197.424 





D. SODBCE OF FPtiPS 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 ■ FISCAL YEAR 1976 FISCAL YKAR 1977 



SOURCE 



jm _ ' ymf AilOlIHT PERCEKT^ AM PERCENT^ 



.,1 



$9 



1,000 



General district 
Federal grtots 
T\iltlon froi other dlBtrlcts 
SUE special education grants 31,012 

Other : 

TOTAL 



75.1 $142,448 82.6 $166,524 84.3 



.8 
24.1 



29,900 



17.4 



30,900 



1 



Includes local and InterMdlate sources and SDE grants, excluding restricted grantB-lu-aid 
pertalnlni! to the special education of handicapped children, 

Percentages uy not total 100 due to rouodlog. 



15.7 



1128.630 100.0 $172,34.6 lOOj $197,424 100.0 



RANDICAP 



Educable untallif 
retarded (AU) 

Estreu learniDK 
pnbleis 



I PUPILS AND TEACHERS BY HPE OF HANDICAP 



JISCAL YEAR 1975 



FI8CALYEAR 1976 



FISQL YEAR 1977 



PDPIL/ 



PUPIL/ 



PUPIL/ 

V TEACHER 
WPILS TEACHERS JAT10_ PUPILS TEACHERS RATIO PUPILS TEACHERS _RATIO 



Speech 53 
botlonally disturbed' g 
Other 



5 11.2 56 



53.0 50 
8.0 0 



1 50.0 50 
.5 10.0 5 



5 11.2 



21.3 75 3.5 21.4 75 3.5 21.4 



50.0 
10.0 



F. BEGUUR PRQGHAll HATA 







FISCAL YEARS 




ITEU 


1975 


1976 


1977 


Pupils (ADK) 


3,459 


3,d34 


3,214 


Classrooi teachers (FTE) 


147 


133 


130 


Teacher/pupil ratio 


23,5 


25.1 


24.7 


Net operating cost per pupil 


$1,076 


$1,297 


$1,424 


TransportatiOQ cost per pupil 


$77 


$94 


$100 


Instructional supplies and 









e^tuipeent cost per pupil 



$52.30 $61.57 $63.65 



ADM, 




EXHIBIT XVII 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 
HOOD RIVER 1 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 



A. COST 


BY nPE OF HAKDiaP 














B, COSTS rOR SELECTED COST CATEGORIES 




5 


FISCAL yiAF. 1976 








FISCAL YEAR 1977 










COST PER 


CUIW NUIIBER OF 


COST PER 




CUI!UBL£ 


NUMBER OF 




COST PER 




FISCAL YEARS 




H'PIL 


COSTS PDPILS 


PUPIL 




COSTS 


PUPILS 




PUPIL 


CATEGORY 1975 


J976_ 


1977 


















51,257 
• 


S61.887 41 


SI. 509 
• 




S66.863 
• 


41 




SI .631 
- 


Adsinistrative salaries and benefits S 826 

Iticsrant teachsr travel wst per 
teacher 382 


SI. 044 
400 


$1,115 
480 


111 


14,533 61 


238 




14.898 


61 




244 


Special supplies and equip&eot 
cost per pupil 17,15 


20,95 


18.39 




, 712 3 


237 




1,022 


- 

10 




102 


Transportation cost per pupil 221 


248 


294 


— : 
s m 


— : 

$77,132 105 


— : 

735 




— : 

S82.7B3 


— Z 

112 




S_?39 








BY npE OF p 


SOGIIAM 














D. SOURCE OF fUKDS 








DAILY CUSS HOCUS 
PER TEACHER (EST. ) 














_ FISCAL YEAR 1975 FISCAL YEAR 1976 


_ FISCAL YEAR 1977 


1977 












SOURCE 


. ANDUNT PERCENl^ AllOUNT PERCEVT^ 


._AM_ 


PERCENT^ 


553,917 


5 










General district^ 
Federal grants 


545,462 71.7 S65.132 84.4 


S70.783 


85,5 


1^464 


4 










Tuition from other districts .... 






1,009 


N/A 










SDE special education grants 17,937 28,3 12,000 15.6 


12,000 


14.5 














Other 








240 


S/A 










WTAL 


^^LM ifiy S77j_I32 loy 


S82J83 


.100.0 


12.038 


N A 




















1,115 


N/A 










1 


Includes local and Intermediate sources and SDE grants, excluding restricted grants-in-aid 
pertaining to the special education of handicapped children, 




$82j783 












2 


Percentages nay not total 100 due to rounding. 






HERS BY WPE Of HASDICAP 














F. REGUUR PROGRAM DATA 






FISC. 


EAR 1976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 








FISCAL YEARS 




/ 


PDPIL/ 




PUPIL' 








ITEK 1975 


.1976 


J977 


R TEACHER 

PUPILS TIACHERS RATIO PUPILS 


TEACHERS 


TEACHER 
RATIO 








Pupils (ADU) 3,161 


3,095 


3,095 


















Classroon teachers (FT£) 148 


134 


154 


40 


3.4 11.8 40 


3.4 




11.8 








Teacher/pupil ratio 21.4 
M operating cost per pupil Si, 233 


20,1 
Sl,433 


20,1 
$1,542 


61 


1 61 61 


1 




61 








Transportation cost per pupil $84 

Instructional supplies and 
equipment cost per pupil S48.56 


S109 
S53,42 


S129 
S52.29 



ERIC 



EXHIBIT XVIII 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 

JlcMINNVILLE 40 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 







A. COST By TYPE OF WCAP 










8. COSTS FOR SEIICTED COST CATEGORIES 








FISCAL YEAR 1975 


FISCAL YEAR 197S 






FISCAL YEAR 1977 








HANDICAP 


CLAIXABIE 

COSTS 


Sl'ffiER or COST PER 
PUPILS apiL 


CUIJIABLE NUIEER OF 
COSTS , PUPILS 


COST PER 
PUPIL 


ClAlXABlE 
COSTS 


NUffiER OF 
Pl'PILS 


mCT DCS 

PUPIL 


FISCAL YEARS 


Ediicable nentally 
retarded 
















CATKORY 1975 Ji76_ 


1977 


S 1,M1 




S 1 880 


- 


$2,138 


- 


- 


AdDinistrative salaries and benefits S18,930 S21.634 


S23.148 


Extreie learning 
probleis 


1^.653 


76 SJ4j 


19,973 51 


$392 


21,532 


51 


S422 


Itinerant teacher travel cost per 
teacher 230 203 


187 


Speech 

Eiotionilly dlsturlKd 


26.673 


27 988 


27,013 35 
19,421 37 


772 
525 


28,874 
20,317 


35 
37 


825 
549 


Special supplies and equipnent 
cost per pupil 19-36 ?4.22 


26.37 


Honebound 


5.916 


13- . -155 


4.709 20 


235 


5,314 


20 


266 


Transportation cost per pupil 3 3 


3 


Other 


1227 


J ^ 


JJ29 J 




_U30 


_J 








TOTAL 




in Sj65 


S74jm 148 


S501 


$79.305 


148 


S536 






C. COSTS ASD DAILY CUSS HOURS PER TEACHER BY m 


5F PROCWH 










D. SOURCE OF FUS'DS 








COSTS BY PISCALJEAR 


• DAILY CUSS HOURS 
PER TEACHER (EST.) 










FISCAL YEAR 1975 FISCAL YEAR 1976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 


mi OF PROGRAM 


1975 


197G 1977 








SOURCE 


AMOUNT PERCENT^ ASIOUNT MCDT AllCUNT 


PERCENT^ 


Special class 












General district^ 


545,669 S4 569.131 93 S60.305 


76 


Resource roots 












Federal grants 






Itinerant teacher 


S29.4T3 


^46.727 $49,776 


4 






T\iitlon fron other districts - • . - 




Home instructloo 


2.768 


2.784 3.078 








SDE special education grant! 


8,743 l(i 5,000 7 19,000 


24 


Tuitionini; 












Other 








School psychologists 












WTAL 




S5j,4l2 lUO S7U31 100' ;)79,3p:5 


100 


Pupil transportation 

Adnintstration 

Other 

TOTAL 


175 


456 456 
















18.930 
_2.0S6 


21,634 23,148 
2j530 .2.847 
S74J31 $79^^305 








^ Incl 
pert 

3 

Pcrc 


jdes local and ititemediate sources and SDE grants, excluding restricted grants-in-aid 
jlnlnR to the special education of handicapped children, 

entages may not total 100 due to rounding. 






I. 


PUPILS AND TEACHERS BY TYPE OF HANDICAP 










F, REGULAR PROGRAM DATA 






FISCAL YEAR 1975 FISCAL VIAR 1976 FISCAL VIAR 1977 








FISCAL YEARS 




HANDICAP 


PUPILS 


PUPIL/ 
TEACHER 
TEACHERS JATJO PUPILS 


PUPIL/ 
TIACHER 
TEACHERS .RATIO PUPILS 


PUPIb 
TEACHER 
TEACHERS RATIO 






ITEM 1975 1976 
Pupils (ADl!) 3.010 3,177 


1977 

3,200 


Educable inet.tailv 
retarded (ADM 
















Cassroora teachers (FTE) 148.2 151,3 
Teacher/pupil ratio 2(1 3 21,0 


152,4 
21 0 


Extrene learning 
problens 

Speech 

Enotionally disturt>ed 


76 
27 


1 76.0 51 
i 27,0 35 
37 


1 51,0 51 
1 35,0 35 
1^ 37,0 37 


1 
1 

1^ 


51,0 
35.0 
37,0 






Set operating cost per pupil si, 162 Si, 241 

Trawi'^rtation cost per pupil 542,07 S39,41 

Insirr itlonal supplies and 
equipment cost per pupil $40,83 S43,61 


$1,328 
S41.50 

S46.67 


Other 





















Social worker. 




EXHIBIT XIX 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 

ONTARIO 8C 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 









A. COS 


T BY lYPE OF HANDICAP 














B. COSTS FOH SELECTED COST CATEGORIES 








FISCAL YEAH 1975 




FISCAL YEAR 1976 






FISCAL TEAR 1977 








MC(P 


CUliUBLE 
COSTS 


nUlBQt OF COST PER 


CUIKABU OF 


COST PER 


CUIKABLI 


KUKBEROF 




COSTPEI 


FISCAL YEARS 






mil 


COSTS npiLS 


_fUPIL_ 


COSTS 


PUPILS 




FITPIL 


CATICOIIY 197$ . 1976 
Aduiniitntive uUriei lod biaefiti $1,529 S1.612 


1977 
$1,794 


Kduabli ie&t»lly 




30 


$1467 


S4d.857 30 




SI, 662 


$46,961 


30 


$1,633 


Uirm \uniii 




14 


334 


4,942 14 




353 


5,487 


14 




392 


ItloeriDt teacbcr tnvcl coit per , , 

tiichitr 80 66 


88* 


SpNCll 

botloQill; dliturbid 


4,931 
4,724 


14 
8 


352 
590 


9,285 14 
5,566 8 




663 
696 


5,476 
5,841 


- 

14 
8 




391 
730 


Special nppliet ud equlpwot 
coit per pupil 19,27 25.39 

Tnoaportttion coat per pupil 47 44 


24.56 
47 


Otiwr 


1.598 


J 


320 


1,712 . J 




342 


1.83S 


J 




368 






m 




71 


$J44 


$71,362 71 




$1^005 


$67,633 


n 


$ 952 






C. COSTS AND DAIIY cuss 


KOiiAS PER mCHER BY TYPE OF PRXflAK 








1 






D. SOURCE OF FUNDS 






COSTS BY FISCAL YEAR 




DAILY CLASS HOURS 
PER TEACHER (EST,) 














_FI9CAL YEAR 197$ FISCAL YElP I07fi prori. vri« 


TYPE or m^i 


I97S 


1976 


1977 












SOURCE 


ABOUKT PERCENT^ AMUNT PERCENT^ ABOUNT 


.PERCENT^ 
79,6 


















Gflunl diitrict^ 


$45,221 75,5 $57,562 80.7 S53,830 




S40.969 


$46,929 


$45,767 


5 










Federil ]rtQts 






ItlDinnt tHcls«r 


10,95e 


11,615 


12,798 


3* 










Tuition froi otbir diitricti 275 .4 - . . 




Hon l!inntct^.Gfl 


'4,724 


5.566 


5,851 


N/A 










SUE spedil educition itm u^jio 23,7 13,600 19.3 13.800 


20.4 


l^ttlosloi 


















Otlwr 


_J : : 




SchMl iiircbologliti 


260 


4,234 




VA 










TOTAL 


$55256 lOy $71,362 100,0 $67.630 


100.0 


I^pll triaiport*Uon 

Adilnlitniioo 

Oth)r 

TOWL 


1.824 


1,316 


l.'tSO 


N/A 


















1,529 
$59.956 


1,612 
90 


L794 
$67.630 


N/A 
K/A 










^ Includei locil and Intonediite lourcei ind SDE tnnti, excludins reitricted mntt-lniid 
pertilnint to the speciil educition of hindicipped cMldren. 

2 

PercentiKOt uy not total lOO due to rounding. 






I 


PUPILS AND TEACHERS BY TYPE OF HANDICAP 














F. REGUUR PROGRAH DATA 






FISCAL YEAR 1975 


FISCAL YEAR 1976 


FISCAL YEAR 1977 








FISCAL TEARS 




BANDICAP 


PUPILS 


PUPIL/ 
lUCHZH 
HACIgllS MTIQ 


PUPILS 


PUPIL/ 
HACRER 
TEACHERS RATIO PUPILS 


PUPIL/ 
TEACHER 
TEACHERS RATIO 








ITEII 1975 1*7* 
Pppila m) 2,666 2,666 


_ IS7?_ 
2,666 


Educible MotiU; 
retirded (AU) 


25.7 


3 8,6 


26 


3 6.7 


26 


3 


8.7 








Clasarooi teacberB im) 120 125 
Teacber/pupil ratio 22.4 21,3 


125 
21,3 


iKtriM lunitu 
problMi 


U 


.3 «.7 


14 


.3 46.7 


14 


.3 


46,7 








Net operitiflc coat per pupil $926 $1,079 
TrintportatioD coat per pupil $44 $45 


$1,130 
$46 


EiotiooiUy disturbed 




3 46.7 


14 


.3 46.7 


14 


.3 


46.7 








loatructioDil luppUea and 
equipient coat per pupil $31.27 $36.06 


$36,58 


Other 


5 


,1 50.0 




,1 50.0 


5 


.1 


50,0 

1 













EXHIBIT XX 



FINAKIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 
ESTACADA 108 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 

















A. COST BV nPl OF HANDICAP 


































B, COSTS FOR SELECTED COST CATEGORIES 








FISCAL VEAll m 




FISCAL YEAR 1976 






FISCAL YEAR 1977 












CLAIIIABIE 


mu OF 


^OST PER 


CUimE MKBEROF 


f'OST PER 


CUI«ABLE 


mn Of 


COST PER 




FISCAL vwas 




HANDICAP 


COSTS 


Pl'PILS 


.PyPIl _ 


COSTS PL'PILS 


Pl'PIL 




rlrllj 


Pl'PIL 
























CATECORV 1975_ 


^]976_ 


)977 _ 


Eiucible KotiUy 






















$14,331 


reUnied 


$ 52.98Q 


53 


SI, 000 


S 60.211 50 


$1,204 


S 70.105 


46 


$1,524 


AdBlnistrative salaries and benefits 511-935 


$13 420 


Extrtie letroing 


















Itinerant teacher travel cost per 


165 


276 


problm 


58.347 


150 


389 


73,595 192 


383 


80,571 


142 


567 


teacher 


Speecb 


13.725 


91 


151 


16,131 78 


207 


17,315 


78 


222 


Special supplies and equipient 




25.61 




















cost per pupil 8.69 


8.13 


Butiooally disturbed 


15.G87 


16 


980 


19,002 19 


1,000 


19.787 


32 


616 
























Transportation cost per pupil 8.47 


14.00 


26.65 


Boiebouiid 


2.129 


11 


194 


3,056 5 


611 


3.260 


5 


G52 








Other 












^ 












TOTAL 


$142J68 


m 


S 445 


5171^995 344 




S19_U38 


303 


SJ30 








C, COSTS AND DAILY CUSS HOl>RS PEfl TEACKP 


BY TTfPE or PROGRAM 










D. SOURCE OF K 








COiTS BV FISCAL YIAR 












FISCAL YEAR 1975 FISCAL YEAR lSr76 


FISCAL YEAR 1977 


nPEOFPROGRAH 


1975 


1976 


1977 


DAILY CUSS HOURS 
PER TEACHER (EST.) 

5 








SOURCE 


AHOUIIT PERCENT^ AMOTNT PERCENT^ 


AIIOUJIT 


PERCENT^ 


Special class 


S 44.449 


$ 50.373 


$ 58,613 






General district^ 


$113,759 80.0 $150,974 88.0 


$140,160 


73.0 


Resource roon 


56.668 


71,832 


78,730 


5 






Federal grants 








Itlnennt ttscher 


27.416 


32,852 


35.123 


4 






T\iitlo!i from other districts 2.428 2.0 500 


500 




Hone Instruction 


1.951 


2,818 


3,015 








SH special education gmts 26,681 19.0 30,521 12.0 


50,378 


26.0 


Ttiltljnlng 














Other 










School psychologists 














TOTAL 






$l9jJ3g 


99J 


Atpll trmsportatioQ 


449 


700 


1,226 


















AdninlstratlOn 


11.935 


13,420 


14,331 








^ Includes local and Interwdiflte sources and SDE grants, excluding restricted grants-in-aid 
















pertaining to the special education of handlctpped children. 






Other 




































percentageF wy not total 100 iue to rounding. 






TOTAL 


Slj2^868 


$171.9_95 






















E. 


PUPILS AND TTACHERS BY TYPE OF HANDICAP 










F, REGULAR PROCRAM data' 








FISCAL YEAR 1975 


FISCAL YEAR 1976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 








FISCAL YEARS 








FDPIL/ 




PUPIL/ 


PUPIL/ 






ITEM 1975 


._1976 . 


.1977., 






TEACHJR 




TEACHER 


TEACISR 






Pupils (ADM) 1,577 




N/A 


HANDICAP 


PUPILS 


mem _ RATIO 


PUPILS 


RATIO KPILS 


TEACHERS 


RATIO 






1.657 




















Classroon teachers (ITE) 76 


73 


N'/A 


Educable lentiUy 
























retirded (An) 


32.7 


3.2 10.2 


30.9 


3.2 9.7 32.5 


3.2 


10.2 






Teacher/pupil ratio 20.8 


22.7 


U 


^ctreoe learning 


















Net operatlflf^ cost per pupil S968 


SI. 13? 


m 


problens 


150 


3.3 45.5 


192 


3.3 58.2 142 


3.3 


43.0 




























TransportatI:;i cost per pupil S81 


Sd3 


N"A 


Speech 


91 


1 91 


78 


1 78 78 


1 


78 




























Instiuctlonal supplies and 






Eiotlonall]f disturbed 


16 


1 16 


19 


1 19 32 


1 


32 






equipnent cost per pupil S39,63 


855.51 


S A 


Other 

























^ Excludes high school program. 



EXHIBIT XXI 



FINANCIAL m STATISTICAL DATA 
HILLSBORO 7 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 



































A. COST 


BY TYPE OF HANDICAP 












B. COSTS FOR SELECTED COST CATKObIES 








FISCAL fEAB 1975. 




FISCAL YIAR 1976 








FISCAL YEAR 1977 










flAKDICAP 


CUIl' U 
COSTS 


MR OF 
WPILS . 


COST PER 
PUPIL 


cuimr. mu of 

COSTS PUPILS 


COSTPFR 
J^PIL 




CUIXABIE 
COSTS 


KliKBEROF 
'AlPILS 


COST PER 
PUPIL 




FISCAL YEARS 
























CATECORY 1875 


1976 


1977 


Educible testiU; 


$56,711 


46 


11,233 


$ 65,606 40 


$1,640 




i 71,129 


40 


81,778 


Adiinlstrative salaries lod benefits S23.65 


9 S26.030 




btrtie learnltif 


32.964 


UO 


300 


55,804 131 


426 




61,513 


131 


470 


Itinerant teacher travel cost per 
teacber 207 186 


270 


hotioMll; distorbed 
BoiebouQd 


62.626 
266 


312 
2 


201 
143 


72,657 3M 
1,396 4 


203 
- 
349 




79,344 
- 

1.977 


358 
- 
4 


222 
- 

494 


Special supplies iTSd ^qUipient 
cost per pupil 2.34 3.59 

TransportatiOD cost per pupil 66 78 


4.39 

78 




2.331 






_ 4^373 ^ 


— : 




JM 












TOTAL 


$154.916 


B 


$ 330 


MM B 


S.375 




$218,980 


M3 


$ 411 








C. COSTS AND DAILY CLASS flOUHS m mm BY TYPE OF PROGMIt 












D. SOURCE OF FUNDS 








COSTS BY FISCAL YJAR 


DAILY CLASS HOCRS 
PEHIXACHER (EST.) 












FISCAL YEAR 1975 FISCAL YEAR 1976 


FISCAL m 1977 


mi OF PltOGRAH 


1975 


1976 


1977 










SOURCE 


AIWUNT PEkW AIIOUNT PERCENT^ 


A10UNT 


PEHCEM^ 


Special class 


$ 44,922 


$ 53.277 


$ 58,046 


5 








General district^ 


$ 79,363 51.0 $130,142 65.0 


$121,799 * 


56.0 


Resource rooi 
















Federal ennts 








Ulnennt teacher 


60,932 


110,442 


121,143 


4 








Tuition frott other districts 46,230 30.0 39,500 20.0 


43,000 


20.0 


IjoM instniction 


242 


1,200 


1,700 


N/A 








SOE special education grants 29.325 19.0 30,194 15.0 


54,161 


25,0 


tiitioain; 




2.320 


2.320 


N/A 








Other 










School psychologists 








N/A 








rOTAL 




S154J18 IQOJ $199J36 lOO 


$21M8p 


lOLO 


Pupil transportation 

Adildlstration 

Other 

MAL 


3,126 
23,659 
1,975 
$154.918 


3,127 


3,126 
30,646 
1,995 
$216^9jO 


N/A 


















28,030 
^.1,440 


S/A 
H/A 








^ IfSCl 

per 
^ Pen 


udes local and Intenediate sources and SDE trants, excluding restricted trtots-in^aid 
alnitig to the special education of h&ndicapped children. 

entages nay not total 100 due to rouodinK. 






I 


PUPILj m TEACHERS BY TYPE OF HANDICAP 






































F. RECUUR PROGRAII DATA 








FISCU YEAR 1975 


FISCAL YEAR 1976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 
















PUPIL/ 
TEACHBR 




PUPIL/ 
TEACHER , 




PUPIL' 
TIACKER 








FISCAL YEARS ' 
















ITEII 1975 


1976 


1977 


HANDICAP 


PUPILS TEACHEIIS jm. 


WPILS TEACHERS RATIO Km 


TEACHERS 




RATIO, 






Pupils (ADJI) 2,623 


2.913 


2.967 


Educiblc nentill} 
retirded (AW} 

Bttrwe leirniee 
probleiB 


36.6 
110 


3 12.9 
2 55.0 


33.4 
131 


3 11.1 33.4 
3 43.7 131 


3 
3 


11,1 
43.7 






Classroo* teachers (FTE) 105 
Teacher/pupil ratio 26.9 
Net operating cost per pupil sg33 


109.5 
26.6 
S965 


no 
27.0 

$1,060 


Speech 


312 


4 78.0 


358 


4 89.5 358 


4 




9.5 






Transportation cost per pupil $36,97 


S46.40 


353.92 


Ewtlontlly disturbed 
Otter 




















Instructional supplies and 
equipment cost per pupil ^ )^ 




N/A 



EXHIBIT XXII 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 

SOUTH UMPQUA 19 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 



'41° 







FISCAL YEAR 1975 






FISCAL m 1976 






SCAL YEAR 1977 








KAHDICilP 


cuimE 

COSTS 


MR OF 
. PUPILS 


car 0 

PUPIL 


l:U(HABL£ 
(!0STS 


NUHBER OF 
PUPILS 


COST PER 
PUPIL 


COSTS 


mil OF 
PUPILS 


C0?rPE8 
PUPIL 


mm 

Adilnisirative sahries and benefite 




Uucible lentally 
retirded 


$12,254 


6 


$2,042 


$13,070 


19 


$688 


$14,20S 


19 


$748 


.1975 


Extrne learDlng 
problw 


11.370 


47 


242 


11,629 


47 


247 


12,380 


47 


263 


ItltieraRt teacher travel cost p^r 
teicber 


S 37S 


SpQOCb 


17.449 


64 


273 


17,993 


91 


198 


19,210 


91 


211 


Special supplies and equipient 
cost per pupil 


13.12 


botiooally dlflturbed 




















Transportation cost per pupil 


364 




3B7 


3 


129 




















4,008 


J 


668 


4,740 




527 


7,829 


A 


870 






TOTAL 


$45Jfi8 


126 


$ 361 


$47,432 




$2B6 


$53.624 


166 


m 







C. COSTS A^D DAILY CLASS HOiJIlS PER Wm BV TYPE OF PROCilAH 



COSTS BY FISCAL YEAR 



DAILY CLASS KOUHS 



HPE or PROCRAM . 



197S 



1976 



Special class 
Resource roon 

Itinerant teacher 32.627 

Kone instruction 387 

Ibltionlng 

School psycholoiiitB 

Pupil transportation 1.820 

Administration 

Other..--^;-- ^ 

TOTAL 



1977 PER TEACHEP (EST.J 

$10,434 310,998 $11,489 5 



34.362 38,958 



2,072 



3,716 



461 



4 

N/A 



N/A 



N/A 



$ 45,469 S47jj^ $53,624 



B. COSTS TOR saECTED COST CATKX)RIES 



D. SOURCE OF FUNDS 

FISCAL YEAR 1975 FlSC^i YEAR 1976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 
AMOUNT PERCENT AM _PEflCl;NT^ AMOUNT PERCENf 



$35,447 



7B,C 



S34,932 



73.6 



$43,624 81.4 



General district 

Federal grants ■ ' - 
Tuition from other districts 

SDE special education grants 10.021 22,0 

Other : : : : : : 

TOTAL $M5 ]Sy ^ILiS i2y ^Mi iiy 



12,500 



10,000 



18,6 



^ Includes local and interaediate sources and SDB grants, Mcluding restricted grants-in-aid 
pertaining to the special education of handicapped children, 

^ Percentages nay not total 100 due to rounding. 



PUPILS AND mCHIPS BY TYPE OF HANDICAP 



FISCAL YtAR 1975 



FISCAL YEAR 1976 



FISCAL YEAR 1977 



PUPIL/ PUPIL/ WPIl' 

TEACHER 1MCHER TKACRBR 

MUDICAP PUPILS mCHERS RATIO PUPILS TEACHBR8 JATIi WPILS TEACHERS JATIO. 



Educablc lentall/ 
retarded (ADK) 



5.05 



,6 B.4 



.6 B.3 5 



6 B.3 



Extreie learning , ^ ^ „ „ . 

probleiB 47 ,62 75,8 47 ,62 75, B 47 62 75.8 

Spewb 64 1.06 60 4 91 1,06 85 B 91 1.06 B5.8 

EiotionaUy disturbed • • • • " . . ' . 

Other 6 ,22 27,3 9 22 40 9 9 22 40.9 



F, REGULAR PROGRAK HATA 







FISCAL YEARS 




ITEM 


1975 


1976 


1977 


Pupils (ADK) 


2,300 


2,233 


2,233 


Clossrooh teachers (FTE) 


99 


118 


116 


Teacher/pupil ratio 


23.2 


18.9 


18.9 


Net operating coat per pupil 


$1,054 


$1,230 


$1,307 


Transportation cost per pupil 


$59 


$67 


$81 



Instructional supplies and 
equipment cost per pupil 



$39.35 $51,25 $54,4 



\'o budget. 



ERJC g students integrated with the regular program are not Included. 



EXHIBIT XXIII 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 
KLAJIATH FALLS 1 
PROGMHS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDtiEN 









A, COST By nPE OF HAHDICAP 










B, COSTS FOR SELECTED COST CATEGORIES 






FISCAL YEAR 1975 






FISCAL YEAR 1976 






FISCAL YEAR 1977 












NIIUBER OF 


"OST PER 


ClAIHABLE 


mm OF 


COST PER 


cuw 


NUMBER OF 


COST PES 




FISCAL YEARS 


HANDiaP 


COSTS 


PUPILS 




COSTS 


PUPILS 


PUPIL 


COSTS 


PUPILS 


PUPIL 


CATEGORY 


1975 1976 1977 


MucBble wntally 












$1,441 








Administrative salaries and benefit 


M4,45I $16,036 $16J36 


retarded 


$ 70,870 






$ 85,043 


59 


$ 87,233 


59 


$1,478 
























Itinerant teacher ^ per 




Cxtreie leirolflg 




















teacher 


ISO 600 m 


probleis 


54.653 


202 


JO 


64,242 


160 


402 


64,040 


160 


400 








17.787 


















Special supplies and eqmpnuit 




Speech 


176 


101 


28,505 


199 


143 


33,933 


199 


170 


cofa't per pupil 


3.64 6.16 7.96 


EutloniU^ disturbed 




















Transportation cost per pupil 


51 76 76 


Hoiebouad 


134 


2 


67 


2,800 


2 


1,400 


2,800 


2 


1,400 






Other 
























lOTAL 


$lj_3,44_4 


449 


$_319 


$160.590 


420 


$_430 


'IMS 


420 


SJ48 







C, COSTS AND DAILY CUSS HOURS PER Utm BY TYPE OF PROGRAM 





COS 


IS BY FISCAL YEAR 


DAILY CUSS HOURS 
PER mCKER (EST.) 


TYPE OF PROGRAM 


1975 


1976 


1977 


Special class 


S 59,559 


$ 64,597 


$ 66,787 


5 


Resource root 


49,185 


52,191 


51,989 


5 


Itinerant teacher 


16,615 


24,471 


29,699 


4 


Hou inetructlon 


134 


2,800 


2,800 


M/A 


l\iitioning 










School psycho lotifits 




15,995 


15,995 


N/A 


i^pil transportation 


3,500 


4,500 


4,500 


K/A 


Adidnlstration 


14,451 


16,036 


16,036 


N/A 


Other 











TOTAL $143,444 $18^90 SlBy[06 



D. SOURCE OF niFDS 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 FISCAL YEAR 1976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 



. SOURCE 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT^ 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT^ 


AHOUNT 


PERCENT^ 


General district^ 


$110,783 


77.2 


$156,31^ 


86.5 


S155.582 


82.8 


Federal grants 






6,272 


3.5 


8,424 


4.4 


Mtion Iron other districts 














SDE special education grants 


32,661 


22.8 


18,000 


10,0 


24,000 


12,8 


Other 














TOTAL 


$143.444 


100.0 


$180,590 


100.0 


$188,006 


100.0 



Includes local and interaediate sources and SDE grants, excluding restricted grants-in-aid 
pertaining to the special education of handicapped children, 

.Percentages nay not total 100 due to rounding. 



HANDICAP 

Educable oentally 
retarded (ADM) 

lnum learning 
probleis 

Speech 

Enotlonally disturbed 
Other 



PtlPlLS AND TEACHERS BY TYPE OF HANDICAP 



FISCAL YEAR 1975 



FISCAL YEAR 1976 



FISCAL YEAR 1977 



PUPIL/ 
TEACHER 



mil 



PUPIL/ 



PUPILS mCHEHS RATIO PUPILS TEACHERS RATIO PUPILS TEACHERS RATIO 



).7 5 



12.1 51.9 5 



10,4 



51.9 5 



202 

176 



67.3 160 4 40.0 
176.0 '199 1 199,0 



160 
199 



10.4 

40.0 
199.0 



F. REGUUR PROGRAM DATA 







FISCAL YEARS 




ITEM 


1975 


1976 


1977 


Pupils im) 


2,136 


2,192 


2.192 


Classroom teachers (FTE) 


88 


104 


104 


Teacher/pupU ratio 


24.3 


21.1 


21.1 


Net operating cost per pupil 


$1,022 


$1,142 


$1,297 


Transportation coat per pupil 


$17 


$26 


$28 


Instructional supplies and 









equipaent cost per pupil 



$43.47 $46.02 $53.96 



ERIC ) 



111 



EXHIBIT niV 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 
CENTRAL LINN 552C 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 









L COST BY TYPI or HANDICAP 












B, COSTS FOB SELECTED COST CATEGORIES 






riaCAL TflAR 1975 




FlSai YEAH 1976 






FISCAL YEAR 1977 






HAKDICAP 


CUIHA6LE 
COSTS 


mis, OF 

PVPILS 


COST P£R 
FUWL 


CUWABLE KUIIBER OF 
COSTS PUPILS 


COST PER 
PUPIL 


CUIKABLE 


OF 
PUPILS 


m PER 
PUPIL 




FISCAt YEAJIS 

CATEGORY 1975 .1976 . .1977. 


Xdudbli HOtlllr 
retirded 

Kztnie leiroloK 
probleu 


tie nK 

12,890 
3,000 


5 

45 

15 


$3,359 

266 

200 


$16,404 5 

15,148 20 
5,565 


$3,661 

757 
242 


16,174 

6,000 


• 20 
23 


$5,566 

609 
261 




Adilnistnitlve salariee aod benefits 

Itinerant teacber travel cost per 
teacher $ 315 $ 500 $ 500 

Special supplies and equlpMOt 
cost per pupil 37,66 46.33 57.13 


ButlouU; disturbed 










- 


- 


- 






Transportation cost per pupil i62 160 216 


Bowbouod 










- 


- 










Otber 










— 





j: 








lOTU 


$32.685 


65 


$ 503 


$39.117 48 


$ 815 


$44.439 


47 


$ 946 






C. COSTS AND DAILY CLASS HOURS PER MR BY TOE OP PROGRAM 












D. SOURCE OF niNDS 






'AQTS RY FISCAL YEAR 


DAILY CUSS HOURS 
PER TEACHER (EST.) 












FISCAL YEAR 1975 FISCAL YEAR 1976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 


TOE OF PROCRAII 


1975 


1976 


1977 








SOURCE 




2 0 5 
AliOUNT PERCENT AiWlNT PERCENT AMOUW PERCENT 


Special clisB 


$14,743 


$16,160 


$19,962 


5 




1 




Geoeral district^ 




$26,585 61.3 $34,117 67.2 $39,439 86.7 


Resource rooi 
















Federal gmti 






Itlnennt teicher 


15.690 


20.713 


22,174 


4 








1\iition froi otber districts 




HoM loitnictloo 
















SDE speclil educitlon snots 


6,100 16.7 5,000 12J 5,000 11.3 


T\)ltlOBlDS 


1,244 


1,344 


1,438 


N/A 








Other 




• - H m » » 


School psychologistB 
















WTAL 




$32^685 lOOJ $39,117 100,0 $44^ 100,0 


l^ipll trinspomtlon 


608 




865 


N/A 














900 
















AdilQlitratloD 
















Includes local ind interMdlRte sources md SDE grioti, excludlns reitrlcted gnnte-lU'ild 
pertaining to tbe special education of handicapped cblldreo. 


Other 
















2 

PercentageB la; not total 100 due to rouoding. 


TOTAL 


$32.665 


$39,117 


$44j439 

















HAKDICAP 



Educable WDtallf 
retarded (AH) 

Ettreie loaniDf 
probleiB 

Sptecb 

EMtloDSlIr disturbed 
Other 



E. PIPILS AND mCHERSJY.TOE OF HANDICAP 



FISCAL YEAR 1975 



FISCAL YEAR 1976 



FISCAL YEAR 197? 



PUPIL/ PUPIL/ 
TEACHER ItACHER TEACHER 

PUPILS mCBERS RATIO PUPILS TtACqERS RATIO HiPILS TBACgERS RATIO 



3.2 

45 
IS 



3,2 

45.0 
50.0 



20.0 
54.6 



20.0 
54.6 



BEGUUR PfiOCHAi DATA 



ITEM 



PupllB (AH) 

Classrooi teachers (m) 

Teacher/pupil ratio 

Net operatlDg cost per pupil 

Transportatlr l cost per pupil 

Instructional supplies and 
eflulpaent cost per pupil 



FISCAL YEARS' 



1975 


_ 1976 _ 


J2L 


999 


962 


1.023 


50 


53 


53 


20.0 


18.5 


19.3 


$1,503 


$1,534 


$1,607 


$137 


$156 


$156 



$32.08 $46.10 $106.20 



EXHIBIT W 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 
DAYTON 8 

PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 



A. COST BY m OF HAjiDlCAP 



FISCAL YEAR 1975 



FISCAL YEAR 1976 



PTSCAL YEAR 1977 



dAHDlCAP 

Ediicabh lentally 
retarded 

btreu ImM 
probleis 

Speech 

EiotiooaUy disturbed 

HoKboaDd 

Other 

TOTAL 



CLAIHADLE 
COSTS 



KlIUBER or 
PUPILS 



COST PER 
PUPIL 



cuimi 

COSTS, 



iJUMBER OF 
PUPILS. 



COST PER 
PUPIL 



CUIHABLE 

__C0ST3^ 



HUlIBEll OF 
PUPILS . 



COST PEH 
PUPIL 



B, COSTS FOR SELECTED COST CATEGOBIES 



FISCAL YEARS, 



CATEGORY 



1975 



1976 



197' 



$5,264 



2,1_97 
J7J61 



$128 



1118 



$5,903 



2,269 



$179 



$6,217 



hi 



$188 



$240 $8^ 



$250 



AdBilrastratlve ruinime and benefllu 

Itinerant teacher travel cost per 
teaeber 

Special supplies and equipnent 
cost per pupil 

Transportation cost per pupil 



$ 20 $ 20 $ 20 
2.44 3.03 4.S5 



C. roSTS m DAILY CLASS HOURS PER TEACP BY TYPE OF PROGRAH 



COSTS BY FISCAL YEAR 



TYPE OF PROGRAM 
Special class 
Resource rooa 
Itinerant teacher 
Koae instruction 
TultlOQiQg 

School pBKbolOKlsts 

Ptipll transportation 

Kdninistratlofl 

Other 

TOTAL 



1975 



$5,264 



1976 



$5,903 



1977 



$6,217 



DAILY CUSS HOURS 
PER TEACHER (EST,) 



2,197 
$7.461 



2J69 
$8,486 



D. pp OFFUHDS. 



FISCAL YEAR 1975 
AMOUNT PERCEN? AMQUHT 



FISCAL YEAR 1976 



General district^ 
Federal irms 

lliition from other districts 
SDK special education grants 
Other 
WTAL 



$6,500 



961 



87,0 



13.0 



$7,372 



FISCAL YEAR 1977 
AHOUNT PERCENT^ 



10,0 



$7,586 89.0 



900 U.O 



$7,461 lOO.O $9,172 lOO.O $8,486 



^ Includes local and intemediate sources and SDE grants, excludinK restricted grants-in-aid 
pertaining to the special education of handicapped children. 



2 



Percentages nay not total 100 due to rounding. 



£, PUPILS AND TEACHERS BY TYPE OF iUUDlCAP 



FISaL YEAR .I975_ 



FISCAL YEAR 1976 



FISCAL YEAR 1977 



PUPII/ 



HAHDICAP . 



PUPIL/ rcPiL/ 

TEACHER TEACHER 
PUPILS TEACHERS RATIO PUPILS MERS RATIO PUPILS TEACHERS JATIO, 



Educable oen tally 
retarded (AIlll] 

Extreie learning 
problens 

speech 

EHtloaally disturbed 
Other 



111 



41.0 33 I 33.0 33 



33,0 



r, REGUUR PROGKAH DATA 










FISCAL YEARS 




ITEM 


1975 


1976 


1977 


Pupils (AD») 


959 


904 


916 


ClassrooB teachers (FTE) 


43,3 


45.8 


43,5 


Teacher/pupil ratio 


22,2 


19,7 


21,1 


M operating cost per pupil 


$1,022 


$1,188 


$1,322 


Transportation cost per pupil 


$49 


$57 


$64 


Instructional supplies and 
equipment cost per pupil 






S108 



^ \aiiiliiU lED claims state reimbursement for the EMR progranl, 
is half time, 



EXHIBIT XXVI 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 
CROWFOOT 89 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 









A, 'V 


'ly nPE OF HANDICAP 






































B. COSTS m SELECTED COST CATEGORIES 








FISCAL YEAR 1975 




FISCAL YEAR 1976 






FISCAL YEAR 1977 














CUINABLE 


NlIliBER OF 


COST PER 


CLAIKABLE NUMBER OF 


COST PER 


CLAIMABLE 


IIUUBE 


I OF 


COST PER 










HANDICAP 


COSTS 


PUPILS 


PUPIL 


COSTS PUPILS 


PUPIL 


COSTS 


PUPILS 


PUPIL 






FISCAL YEARS 
























CATKORY 


1975 


1976 


. 1977 


Educable MAtally 




























retarded 


$6,697 


5 


$1,379 


$ 6,000 5 


$1,200 


S 9,000 


5 




SI, 600 


Adninistntive salaries and benefits 




- 


extreie learning 




















Itinerant teacher travel cost per 








problete 


11,268 


48 


235 


5,458 12 


455 


5,663 


12 




466 


teacher 


$315 


$255 


$375 


Speech 


5,634 


24 


235 


13,644 30 


455 


14,655 


30 




466 


Special supplies and equlpnent 




























cost per pupil 


$2.97 


$11.90 


$13,33 


£iotioiully disturbed 






- 




- 


- 




































Transportation cost per pupil 








HoMDOuiia 


110 


2 




3,100 < 




3 100 


2 




1 550 










Other 




























TOTAL 


$23.909 


79 


$ 303 


S26j202 49 


SJ76 


$32,616 






$_666 










c. COSTS And 


DAILV CLASS 


HOURS PER TEACe 


BY TYPE OF 


PROGHU 








































D. SOURCE OF FUKDS 










COSTS BY FISCAL mR 




DAILY CUSS HOURS 




















m OF PftOGRAl! 


1975 


1976 


1977 


PER TEACHER (EST.) 












FISCAL YEAR 1975 FISCAL YEAR 1976 


FISCAL YEAR 


1977 


Special class 


















SOUItCE 


AHOUNT PERCENT^ AMOUNT 


PERCENT^ 


AHOUNT 




























Resource rooi 








- 








General 


district^ 


$20,867 67.3 $26,202 


92.9 


$30,116 


92.3 


Itinerant teacher 


$16,902 


$19,102 


$20,516 


4 








Federal 


grants 










Hoie Instruction 


110 


3,100 


3,100 


N-'A 








1\tltlon 


from other districts 








Tultloning 


6.897 


6.000 


9,000 


N/A 








SDE special education grants 3,042 12,7 2,000 


7.1 


2,500 


7 7 


School psychologists 
















Other 












I\ipil transportation 
















ItlTAL 




$23,909 lOy $26.202 


100,0 


$32,618 


100 0 


Administration 














i 














Other 
















^ Includes local and interaedlate sources and SDE grants, excluding restricted grants-in-aid 


















pertaining to the specia 


education of handicapped children. 








TOTAL 


$23.91)9 


$28,202 


$32^_618 










2 

Perc 


entages nay not total 100 due to rounding. 










E. 


PUPILS AND mmi BY nPE 


OF HANDICAP 












F. REGULAR 


IROGHAH DATA 








. FISCAL YEAR 1975 


FISCAL YEAR 1976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 












FISCAL YEARS 








PUPIL/ 




PUPIL/ 




PUPIL/ 








m 


1975 


1976 


1977 






TEACHER 




TEACHER 


TEACHER 








Pupils (ADU) 








HANDICAP 


PUPILS 


TEACHERS RATIO 


PUPILS 


TIACHERS RATIO _ PUPILS 


mCHEjS 


RATIO 








731 


726 


726 






















Classroon teachers (FTE) 


32 


35 


35 


Educable Dentally. 






















retarded (AN) 




















Teacher/pupil ratio 


22.6 


20.7 


20.7 


Ettrene learniog 




















Net operating cost per pupil 


SI, 203 


$1,380 


Sl,514 


probleiB 


48 


,67 72 


12 


.29 42.0 12 


,29 


42.0 


















24 


,33 72 
















Transportation cost per pupil 


882 


S81 


S102 


Speech 


30 


.71 42.0 30 


.71 


42,0 


































Instructional supplies and 








Eaotloflally disturbed 




















equipment cost per pupil 


S34.77 


S56.45 


S52.48 


Other 





























* students all tuitioned. 




EXHIBIT mil 



FINANCIAL JD STATI^iTICAL DATA 

IIILTON-FREMATER 31 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 









A, COt 


T BY T^PE OF ilANDlCAP 








































B. COSTS FOR SELECTEI 


COST CATEGORIHS 








FISCAL YEAR 1975 




FISCAL YEAR 1976 






FISCAL m 


R1977 














CUIMABIE 
COSTS 


mi^ OF 


COST PER 


CLAIMABLE NUHBER OF 


COST PER 


CLAIUABLG 




OF 


COST PER 










HUDICAP 


PUPILS 


PUPIL 


COSTS R'PILS 


PUPIL 


COSTS 


PUPILS 


Pl?IL 


































FISCAL- YEARS 




Educible Hotally 
retarded 


$11,275 


4 


$2,819 


$13,486 • 40* 


S337 


$13,012 


40' 




$325 


CATEGORY 


1975 


,. 1976 . 




Extrne leirnln; 




















AdBlnistrative salaries and benefits 














- 


















prcblns 


- 


- 


- 


• 










: 


Itinerant teacher travel cost per 




























teacher 






- 


Speech 




























£iotloiiilly disturbed 










■ 








■ 


Special supplies and equlpoent 


























cost per pupil 


$265.00 


$33.40 


$32,58 


Kotphniiilri 










. 








- 


Transportation cost per pupil 


$155,00 






Other 












.. 
















m 


$11.275 


4 


$2.619 


$13,466 40 


S337 


$13.0_12 


40 




S325 










C. COSTS AND 


DAILY CUSS 


HOURS PER TEACHSR 


BY TYPE Of 


PROGRAM 












D, SOURCE OF FUNDS 










COSTS BY FISCAL YEAR 


niTiv rifi^^ Hmin^ 












FISCAL YEAR 1975 FISCAL YEAR 1976 


FISCAL YEAR 1977 


TYPE OF PROGRAH 


1975 


1976 


1977 


VHiLi ^uiss nuuns 
PER TUCH£R(EST,] 










SOURCE 


AMOUNT PERCENl^ AWXINT 


PERCEUT^ 


AHOUNT 


PERCEKl^ 


Special class 


$10,655*' 


$13,486*' 


$13,012*' 


5 








General 


district^ 


$ 6,581 58,3 $ 7,781 


57.7 


$ 9.012 


69.3 


Resource room 
















Federal 


grants 










Itinerant teacher 
















Ttiltior 


froB other distrlL'ts 744 6,9 1,705 


12.6 






fluWC 4 IJ3 1 JIU^ 1 1 UIJ 
















SPE special education grants 3,920 34.8 4,000 


29.7 


4,000 


30.7 


T\iltlonliig 
















Other 












School psychologists 
















mAL 




Sllj275 lOO.O Sl3j486 




S13,012 


im 


I\ipll transportation 


620 


























Adninlstratloa ■ 
















^ Inchdes local and Internediate stmrces and SDE grants, excluding 


restricted grants-in-aid 


















pertaining to the special education of handicapped children. 








Other 










































Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 








TOTAL 


$0^75 


$13.486 


$13,012 


























PUPILS AND mCeS BY TYPE 


or HANDICAP 












F, REGULAR 


PR008AK DATA 








FISCAL YWR 1975 


FISCAL YEAR 1976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 












FISCAL Y£ARS 








PUPIL/ 




PUPIL/ 


PUPIL/ 








ITEM 


1975 


.1976 


1977 






TEACHER 




IIACHEIl 


T£ACfl£R 
















HANDICAP 


POPILS 


mCHERS _ RATIO. 


PUPILS 


TEACHERS RATIO MJPILS 


TEACHERS 


RATIO 








, Purils (ADU) 


771 


808 


765 






















Classroofl teachers (FTE) 


32 


32 


32 


Educable lentallj 
























retarded (AN) 


4 


1 4 




1 10 lo" 


1 


10 








Iteacher/pupll ratio 


24.1 


25.2 


23.9 


Ettreu learning 




















Ket operating cost per pupil 


S988 


Sl,047 


Sl,369 


probleu 














































Transportation cost per pupil 


$45 


S47 


$101 


Speech 














































Instructional supplier and 








Eutlonally disturbed 




















equipaent cost per ^ il 


S4a.05 


$48.15 


S76.47 


Other 





























^ Inclades all district children not able to function effectively full time in the regular program, 



"al class/resource room, 




EXHIBIT XXVIII 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 

CLATSOP lED 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 



A. COST BY m or HAHPICJiP 



mm 



ntinted 

btreie leirnliig 
problM 

&Ktloi]>ll]r disturbed 

iioieixiuiid 

Oth«f 

mi 



CLAIIUBIE HUIQER OF COST PER 
_ COSTS _PUPILS__ ..PUPIL 



FISCAL mt 1976 



$ 56,523 



cmm mi}i or cost per 

COSTS PUPILS . PUPIL 



. FISCAL m 1977 



CLAIW HR Of COST PER 



COSTS . . WPILS 



Sl,570 $64,057 



57.514 217 



265 



73,7M 220 



$1,601 $ 63,265; 



335 75,630 



$11JJ37 $ J51 $ 137,771 



260 



$ 530 $158 , 915 260 $ jn 



PUPIL 



$2,082 



344 



B. COSTS FOR SELECTED COST CiTKORIES 



FISCAL mM 



CATEGORY. 



Adilnistntlve ssUrieB and benefits 

ItlDersnt teacher trivei coBt per 
tescber 

Special supplies and equipMut 
cost per pupil 

Transportation cost per pupil 



1975 1976 1977 



$745 $886 $1,000 

10,35 18.27 20.10 
330 169 178 



C. COSTS AND DAILY CUSS HOURS PE8 ItACHCT BY m 07 mm 
COSTS BY FISCAL YEAH 



_ TYPE OF PROGRAM 



1975 



1976 



DAILY CLASS HOURS 



1977 Pgi TIACHER (.BSTj 
$ 44,651 $ 57,307 $ 76,160 5 



57,514 73,714 75,630 



Sp^ial class 
Resource rooa 
Itinerant teacber 
{taw iDstniction 
T\]ttloaliS 

School psychologists 

Ripil transportation ii,872 6,750 7 125 
AdiinlstntioD 

Other . , . 

WTAL $iijj37 SlSnn S_15J.9I5 



N/A 



D. SOURCE OF FUMDS 



FISCAL YEAR 1975 FISCAL TEAR 1976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 



.,1 



AMOUNT PERCET AiCTHT PERCE^ AiCTHT PERCEM 
$ 91,910 80.6 $114,245 , 82<9 $120,739 76.0 



General district 

Federal jrants . - « • 

I\iltlon froi other districts - - . . 

SDE special education grants 22,12? 19.4 23,526 l7.1 

Other : : ; ^ i ^ 

TOTAL $ 114.037 100.0 $137J71 lOU $158JW lOy 



38,176 24.0 



1 



Includes local and iotenedlate sources and 8DE pints , excluding restricted grants-in-aid 
pertalQinK to the special education of handicapped children. 

Percentages luijf not total 100 due to rounding. 



E. PUPILS AND TEACHERS BV TYPE OF HANDICAP 

FISCAL YEAR 1975 , FISCAL YMI1I976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 

PUPIL/ POPIV PUPIL/ 

TEACHER TEACHER HHCHER 

- WICAP PUPILS TIACHERS RATIO PUPILS TEACHERS RATIO PUPILS mCHERS RATIO 

Educable lentiU; 

rettrdm (Am) 24 3 8,0 40 3 13.3 40 3 13.3 
Wtw leaminK 

probleis . . , ... 

Speech 217 3.5 61.4 220 3.5 62.8 220 3.5 62,8 

fiBtJonally disturbed - . ... ... 

Other . - - . - 



F, MR PROGWm D4TA 



FISCAL YEARS 



m 



Pupils (ADH) 

Classrool teachers (FTE) 

Teacher/pupU ratio 

Net operating cost per pupil 

Transportation cost per pupil 

Instructional supplies and 
eQuipient cost per pupil 



_1976 197' 



EXHIBIT XXIX 



FIXANriAL A\D STATISTICAL DATA 
DOUGLAS lED 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDRE!! 









A. COST BY TOE OF HANDiaP 














B. COSTS FOR SELECTED COST CATEGORIES 








ri3CAL VEAR.1975 




FISCAL YEAR 1976 








FISCAL YEAR 1977 










CUHABLE 


mUBEROF 


COSTPEH 


CUIKABU NUMBER OF 


COST PER 




CUIUABLX 


NUKBER OF 


COST PER 


FISCAL YEARS 




VwIS 




PUPIL 


COSTS PUPILS 


IVPIL 




COSTS 


nPILS 




FQPIl 


CATEGORY 1975 1976 


1977 
$40,045 


Sducible KDtill^ 
, rttirded 


$196,474 


139 


$1,413 


$253,544 151 


$1,679 




$273,395 


160 




$1,709 


Adninlstrative salaries and benefits $24,459 $jl,200 


EztrcH leirolDg 
piobleu 






















Itinerant teacher tnvel cost per 
teacher 1,282 1,200 


1,484 


Sp««cl] 


26,971 


120 


225 


36,673 120 


322 




43,663 


120 




366 


Special supplies and equlpaent 
cost per pupil 72.31 65.31 


69.10 


botlODiUy disturbed 






















, Transportation cost per pupil 199 202 


192 


HOMbouod 








• * 


















Otber 


116,871 


_24 


4,870 


188,456 ji7 


4,010 




252,026 


_47 




_5J62 






TOrilL 


$340.316 


283 


$1.202 


$480.673 318 


$1,512 




$569.266 


372 




$1.741 






f 

C. COSTS AN 


D DAILY CUSS HQUBS PER "mm BY TYPE OF PROGRAll 














D. SOURCE OF FUNDS 






COSTS BY FISCAL YEAH 


DAILY CUSS HOURS 
PER TEACHER (EST.) 














FISCAL YEAR 1975 FISCAL YEAR 1976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 


m OF mm 


__1M_ 


1976 


1977 












SOURCE 


AIBUNT PERCENT^ AHOUNT PERCENT^ AKOUNT 


PERCENT^ 




$196,311 


$294,059 


$334,734 


5 










Mneril district^ 


$260,000 62.3 $413, 17? 66.0 $471,265 


82.6 


fl680UrC6 tQOi 


















Federal grtnts 


3,876 1.1 4.496 0.9 6,021 


1,0 


Itmerint teichor 


73.007 


119,931 


159,024 


4 










I\itttoii frov other districts - - - - 




Kos9 instruction 


















SQE 


special education {raots 56,440 16,6 63,000 13.1 92,000 


16.2 


I\iltlonlQg 


















Other 






School psycho lotlBts 


















lOIU, 


$340.316 100,0 $480^ lOOj $569,^286 


100,0 


Pupil tnnspoitation 
AdBlolstntloD 


32,299 


35,463 


35,463 


N/A 


















24,459 


31,200 


40,046 


N/A 










1 


kcludes local ind Interudiate sources and SDE frsnta, excludio^ restricted grants-in-aid 
^rtainiog to the special education of handicapped children, 




Otiur 


12,240 






N/A 










^ Percents^es uy not total 100 due to rouDdlDS. 




mi 


$340.316 


$480.673 


$569J86 
























PUPILS AND TEACHERS BY TYPE OF HANDICAP 














F. REGULAR PROGRAM DATA 






FISCAL YWR 1975 


■ FISCAL YEAIi 1976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 










FISaL YEARS 




lUiHUivAr 


PUPILS 


PUPIL/ 
TEACHER 
nACfflRS BATJO_ 


PQPILS 


POPIL/ 
TEACHER 
mCBERj ML Sffi 


MRS 


PUPIV 
TEACHSR 
RATIO 








ITEy .1975 _ .197_6_ 

Pupils (AOK) 


1977. _ 


Educible KDtiUy 
retarded W 


134 


J 10.3 


146 


13 11.2 154 


13 




11.6 








ClassrooB teachers (FTE) 
Teacher/pupil ratio 




tiitm learolDc 
Speech 

EMtioullr disturbed 


120 


2,S 46.0 


120 


2,5 46.0 120 


2.f 




46.0 








M operating cost per pupil 

Transportation cost per pupil 

Instructional supplies and 
equlpaent cost per pupil 




Other 


24 


6.5 2.6 


47 


6.5 5.5 47 


9 




5,2 













123 



EXHIBIT XXX 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 

HARNEY lED 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 



A. COST BY mi OF HANDICAP 



FISCAl TtAR 1975 



FlSai YEAR m 



FISCAL m 1977 



RAKDiaP 



IdueiUe uMWj 
retirde4 

btnie Inrolof 
problni 

SpMcb 

fttttloQiUr disturbed 



Other 
TOTAL 



CLIIHABLE 



126,137 
6,955 

1.768 
1.126 
137.986 



mu OF 
FVPILS 



COST pa 
mil 



$ 494 

227 

589 
M26 
$ 437 



CLAIHABLE 
COSTS 



$31,124 
10,812 

2.2S3 
1.676 
$46.065 



NUMBER OF 
PUPILS 



COST PER 
PUPIL 



$ 494 
432 

751 
1.876 
$501 



CUIHABLE 
COSTS 



$33,130 
11,866 

2,383 
_2j47 
$49,426 



NUVBER OF 
roPILS 



COJTPER 

pupil 



$ 526 
475 

794 
2,047 
$ 537 



COSTS M SELECTED COST CATEGORIES 



.FISCAL YEARS 



.CATEGORY 



1975 1976 1977 



AdBinistntive siUries lod benefits $11,781 S12,927 $14,142 

ItiDerant teacher tnvel cost per 

^"^^"f 1333 1.357 1.042 

Special supplies and equipient 

""per pupil 11,43 12.74 15.94 

Tnnsportition cost per pupil 



C. COSTS AND DAIIY CLASS HOURS PER mCHER BY TYPE OF PROCBAll 
COSTS BY FISCAL YEAR 



TYPE OF PROGRAH 



1975 



1976 



1977 



DAILY CLASS HOURS 
PER TEACHER (EST,) 



Special diss 










Resource rooi 










Itlnennt teichir 


$24,178 


$30,362 


$32,337 


4 


Hoie instruction 


1,768 


3.253 


2.363 


N/A 


IliltloQlnK 










School psychologists 










^pil trtnsportitioQ 










Adilnistnttop 


11,761 


12,927 


14,142 


N/A 


Other 


260 


523 


564 




TOTAL 


S37J88 


$46^068 


$49.426 





E. PUPILS. AfmCHEBS BY -TYPE OFMDICAP 



ymL YEAR 1975 



ymL YEAR 1976 



FISCAL YEAR 1977 



HANDICAP 



Educible lentilly 
retirded (An) 

Eitreie leiniog 
probleis 

Speech 

Butionilly disturbed 



PUPIL/ PUPIL/ PUPIL/ 

TtACBER TEACHER TEACHER 

PUPILS TEACHERS _HATIO_ PUPILS TEACHERS RATIO PUPILS TEACHERS RATIO 



1.4 
.4 



40.7 
62.5 



1.4 
.4 



45.0 
62,5 



1.4 
.4 



45.0 
62,5 



FISCAL YEAR 19T5 



FISCAL YEAR 1976 



FISCAL YEAR 1977 



SOURCE 



„1 



Genenl district 
Federil trtnti 

Tuition froD other districts 

SDE speelil education uraots 5,849 

Other : 

mAL 



Mm PERCENT AHOUNT PERCENT^ AIIQUNT PERCD? 
$33,139 84.6 $39,865 86.5 $46,226 93.5 



15.4 



;,200 



13.5 



6.5 



$37.366 



100.0 $4y 



100.0 $49J^6 



100,0 



1 



Includes !ocsl ind intersedinto sourcGi nnd SDE irintSi excludioK restricted 2rmHn-ald 
pertiinins to '^he speclil oducidon of htudicipped calidren. 

Percentages say not total lOO due to rounilinit. 



r. WJiR P!i(KiSAIi DATA 



, FISCAL YEARS 



ITEH 



Pupils (ADH) 

ClassrooB teachers (FTE) 

Teacher/pupil ratio 

Net operating cost per pupil 

Transportation oost per pupil 

instructional supplies and 
etuipMDt cost per pupil 



. m 



1977 



ERLC 



24 



EXHIBIT mi 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 

JACKSON lED 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 



*. C051 81 nw w mias 



HSOL mi 1876 



HSOL mi 1977 





CUMilBU 
COSTS 


wm OF 


COST PER 


CUnABLE 




COST PER 


CUllttfiLK 


mniBEROF 


COST pn 






riscu. vaiis 


SANDICAP 


npiis 


m\i 


COSTS 


RIPILS 


PUPIL 


COSTS 


PUPILS 


PUPIL 


CATEGOnr 


1975 


1976 . 1977 


UuciUt vntill; 




















Adilnlitntivd ulirles i&d te&eflts 


$25,356 


$28,992 $31,310 


retirded 


$220,279 


90 


(2,446 








































Itinerut teicbcr tmel cost per 






btrau leirnloc 




















teuher 


933 


855 1,052 




5.960 


68 


88 




























$187,253 






$206,038 






Speciil lappUea and eqmpwot 






SpMcb 


163,303 


945 


173 


945 


$ 198 


98S 


$ 209 


cost per pupil 


13.4fi 


8.77 10.33 


kotlooiUr iUstiirbe4 


49,966 


29 


1,723 














TnuportitioD coit per pupil 


120 


84 80 




8.100 






7,585 






8,192 












Otbir 








306,636 


187 


1.521" 


369.664 


257 











TQTiL 



$447.606 



1.132 



$ 388 $501,476 1.132 



$ 417' 



$584.094 



1J4: 



$ 444' 



c, costs m DftiLY cufis m m mm by type or program 



COSTS BY FISCAL YIAR 



TYPE Of PfiOCRAII . 



1975 _ 



1976 



DAILY CUSS HOURS 
1977 WR TEACHER (tST.) 



Speciil cli88^ 










d 

Sfisourte root 










d 

Itloennt teacher 










Bdh lutnictloD 


$ 8,100 


$ 7,585 


$ 8,192 


N/A 






22,200 


23,976 


N/A 


School psycbologlstB 






14,520 


N/A 


^pll traoiportitloo 


20,442 


7,590 


7,970 


N/A 


AdBlalitntios 


25,356 


28,992 


31,310 


N/A 


Other*' 


393,710 


435J09 


498.126 




TOTAL 


$447.608 


$501,476 


$584,094 





8. COSTS B)R8nOT) COST anGORIRS 



D. souBCBormtPS 

FISCAL YEAR 1875 FISCAL YEAR 1976 . 



SOURCE . 



Gtnertl dlitrict^ 
redertl Ertote 
TliitioD froi other diitricti 
SIC ipeciil tducitiob Enfiti 
Other 

mi 



AMOUMT 
$355,642 



91,966 



$447.608 



AMQTOT, PERCEW^ AMOURT 



FISaL YEAR 1977 



79.5 



20.5 



$404,156 



$416,874 



71.4 



95,820 


19.1 


165,720 


28.4 


1.500 


.3 


1,500 


.2 


$501.476 


100.0 


$564.094 


m 



^ includeB lowl ind lntemdiite eourcei ind SHE Ennte, excluding reetricted grante-iP-iid 
pertiinlDi to the speclil fiducition of haodicipped cbildrea. 

^ Perceot^aa u; flot total 100 due to rounding. 



B. PUPILS AND ItACRBRg BY TYPE OF HAMJICAP 



F. RECnUH PROGRAM DATA 



FISCAL YEAR 1975 



FISCAL YEAR 1976 



FISCAL YEAR 1977 



mU PDPIL/ WPIL/ 

TEACHER MB ™CHER 

MMPICUp PDPILS TEACHBES RATIO PUPILS TEACHERS JTW. BlEIIl ^^^HERS JATIt 



Khicthle lentiUr 
retarded (AH) 

EitreM InruiDK 
probleu 



Speech 



Other 



81.5 


11.33 


7.2 


68 


.33 


20.6 


945 


11.00 


85.9 


20.6 


2.83 


7,3 



187 12.5 15.0 257 IS.O 17.1 



FISCAL YEARS 



ITER 



Pupilfl (AN) 

Claurooi teachera (FTE) 

Teacher/pupil ratio 

Net operatiD( soit per pupil 

Transportition coit per pupil 

Instructional supplies and 
equipieat cost per pupil 



1971 



1976 



197' 



ERIC 



CMtritl iirvlci. 

^ btlinlst iltk n im, tow tn. ILP. wA ta itudcttf mini tttviin Iti i iijfd siitim cilltn in tducitlftii niource mitt. For tlilt riiioii 
clilublt CMU iw (11 tlim hiDdlcipi txt prweDtiiTHi "other." 
^ Cklciilitlon iKlKdii dilublt coitt lor itrvlcei to itudenti not Included lo t^t P"pll ^tithtics, 
O N imrui proTldid by Jickion ISO Itdiidt lur lined protru lodes ind i H;iritlon of co«ti by type ol pr»|rtB could be alileidliig. for tMi 
'moil, "ipeciil clui." "niovrce rosi." md "Itlnenst teiclier" progrus ire til preietited u "otner." 
M. 

^JlUnlfle tltli n im. m m, ap. tsd ED itudenn we ilxfld in in educaiisa reiwrce ceiter. Cooieiiyefltlr, malniliil pupll/tisclier rittoi 
l«r m. EIP. iBit ID hiidkiiw cuiot be dilenloid MPirilelr i.id tim been coablned «iid preieiitid u "otiiir." 



EXHIBIT mil 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 
ILTNOMAH lED 
PROGRA^IS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 









A. COST BY TYPE OP BANDICAP 
















B. C0_8TS FOR SELECTED COST CA|1K)BI?fi 








FISCAL YIA8 1975 




FISUL YSAR 1976 








FISCAL YSAR 1977 










mm . 


CUIHABLE 
COSTS 


PUPILS 


COST PER 
PDPIL 


CUIXABLE mu OF 
COSTS PUPILS 


COST m 

mil 




CUIKABLE 
COSTS 


mnBEROF 
WPILS 




mm 
mi 




FISCAL YEAM 




Uuabli MDtiUj 
ntirM 


- 


- 






- 




- 


- 




- 




CATEGORY 19?5 lfl7fi 
Adiinlstrttife siUries »<! benefits 566,767 $77,139 


1977 
$83,937 


btnw liinlDg 
pnbltM 


$ 71.830 


110 


$ 653 


$106,872 110 


$ 972 




$101,776 


110 




$ 925 




ItlDennt teacher trjvel coit per 
teicber 


330 


botlouUf dlittitbed 
Boieboiiod 


1B.928 
174,512 


52 
76 


364 
2,296 


190,234 76 

/ 


2,503 




243,082 


91 




2i671 




SpecUl euppUflo equlpient 
cost per mpU 22.14 H.17 

TnnBportation cost per pupil 126 259 


52.36 
275 


Otlwr 


20.582 






25,884 ^ 


— : 




27.476 














m 


$285,852 


236 


$1.201 


$322,990 ][8£ 


$1.737 




w7itj^334 


201 




$1J52 








C. COSTS AND DAILY CUSS HOURS P£R mm BY TYPE 07 PROGFAH 
















S. SOURCE OF niHOS 






COSTS BT FISCAL VSAR 


DAILY CUSS HOURS 
PER TEACHIR (EST.) 
















, FISCAL YEAH m?.. FISCAL YEAR 1976 rmi vriB ifl77 


TYPELOFPXOGlUli 


1975 


1976 


1977 












800RCE 




JHL Mmr mm percent^ _A>ioDHr 

$213,494 75.0 $351,175 78.0 $280,134 


PERCENl^ 
75.0 


9p«clll dill 
lissome noi 


$106,638 


$114,883 


$143,555 


S/A 










tienenl diitfict^ 
Federil gnDti 




ItlQ^nnt tncher 


71,093 


60,019 


65,246 


N/A 










T\iltioa froi othir diitricti 






Hon lutructloo 


















SDE 


ipeciil educition jriDti 


«,M0 17.0 41,500 13.0 37,000 


10.0 


1\lltlODlQg 

School piycholoKlati 
ftipll trtuportitloit 


17,926 
33,428 


18,284 
48,165 


19,896 
55,200 












mf 
m 




-Mi J0J15 55.200 
^S5iS2 iSU $322.990 lOOj $J72J34 


.15.0 
JOO.O 






















AiiilnlitntloD 

Otbtr 

TOTAL 


66,767 
^B_5jB52 


77,139 
4.500 
$322.990 


83,937 
4.500 
$372.334 












p 


Kludei local i;id intentediiti lounii lod SDK tti&tf, excludiBg reitrlcted fnr»i.in.»irt 
^rtilnlce to the ipeciii educition of hmdictppSd cbild™ 

ercentigei uy not totil 100 due to roundlog. 








PUPILS AND mCHERS BY HPE 


OF HANDICAP 
















F. REGULAR PROGRAH DATA 






PISCAL YWa 1975 


FISCAL TSAll 1976 FISCAL YEAR 1977 












FISCAL YEARS 








mm 




PUPIL/ 




PUPIL/ 
TUCHER 
RATIO 










ITEM 1075 197fi 


1977 


HAMDICAP 


PUPILS I 


TEACHER 
EACHERS HATIO 


PUPILS 


IfACHSR 

HACHEfiS RATIO PUPILS T 


tACHERS 










Pupils (ADH) 




Eductbli KBtiUy 
retarded (AN) 
























Claisrool teachers (m) 
Teacher/p«pil ratio 




Sxtnu InrnlDf 
pioblwi 

Spetcb 

botlouUy disturbed 


110 
52 
76 


5 36.7 

I 52.0. 

6 12.7 


110 
76 


3 36,7 no 
6 12.7 91 


3 
7 


36.7 
13.6 










Net operttiug cost per pupil 

TranspcrtatioD cost per pupil 

Instnctiooal supplies ^d 
eqiiip«nt cost per pupil 




Otber 





























^ Receipts from local school districts for reimbursement of transportation. 



EXHIBIT XXXIII 



FINANCIAL AND STATISTICAL DATA 

UNION lED 
PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 



k, COST BT TTO OF HiNDlCtf 



nSCAL YEiiB 1975 



FISCAL m 1976 



FISCAL TKR 1977 



HAltMaP, 



IdocibU MAtill; 
nttiM 

htme I«inlo( 
pNbleu 

SpMCh 

botiouUr disturb 

Otter 
TOTAL 



CUlUfiLE 
COSTS 



$122,213 

39.7<9 
28,771 



NIDBER OF 
HIPILS . 



241 

110 



COST m 
mi 



$6,790 



165 



CUIMABU 
COSTS 



$133,737 

88,297 
32,343 



WPIL5 



241 
110 



COST PER 
HIPIL 



CLAIHABLS HIDIBEB OF COST PER 
COSTS _ WPItS _ PqPIL_ 



$7,430 $154,481 



$8,582 



366 
294 



77,201 
34,876 



241 

110 



320 
317 



$190,733 



369 $ J17 $ 254.377 J69 $^89 $266.558 3g 



$ 722 



B. COSTS lOB SMniD COST mXiM 



FISCAL mRS 



gTBGQgt 



1975 



1976 1977_ 



A<liliii8tntive uliries lod tKOeflts $24,364 $20,070 $22,973 
809 CS6 800 



Itiurant teicber tnvel cost per 
teicber 



Special supplies md e<|ulpieiit 
cwtperfVpU 30.28 17.61 18.15 



TnoBportitioo coit per pupil 



1,227 1,918 



C. COSTS AND DAILY CUSS jmP' ^ ^^'^ »^ '^^ 



rnSTS BY FiSaL YEAL 



TYPE OF PROatAM 



1975 



1976 . 



DAILY CLASS BOtIRS 
1977 PER TEACKR (KTJ. 



Speclil cIiSB 


$ 89,165 


$96,686 


$102,246 


5 


Resource rooi 










Itinenpt teicher 


53,482 


105,602 


95,624 


4 


lioae iDstiuctlOD 










T^iltioDiog 










School pi^cbologlBts 


6,965 


9,940 


11,190 


m 


Pupil tnnsportition 


14,757 


22,079 


34,525 


m 


Adilniitntlon 


24,364 


20.070 


22,973 


m 


Other 










TOTAL 


$190.733 


S2M.37_7 


$266.558 





D. SOOBCi OF FUNDS 

rmi YEAR 1975 FlSaL YEAR 1976 FISaiL YEAR 1977 
PEKET AMODNT PERCENT^ AiOT PERCEKT 



1 



_AM01I1 I T 
$156,826 



83.2 $213,177 83.8 $196,873 



73.S 



Geoertl diitrict 
Federal grants 
Tuition froi other districts 

SHE ipeciil education grioti 33,907 17.8 41,200 

Other : : : ^ ' — ' 

TOTAL $190J33 lOO.O $254.377 100.0 $266j558 lOO 



16.1 



).685 26.1 



^ Includes local »nd intenedute sources ind SUE grants, ewludlng reBtricted grai)ts*in*aid 
pertaining to the special education of hisdicipped children. 

0 

Percentigei not total 100 due to rounding. 



E. PUPILS AND TEACHERS BY TYPE OF HANDICAP 



FISCAL YEAR 1975 



FISCAL YtAR 1976 



FmiYMB 1977 



HABDICAP 



Iducable lenUll^ 
retarded (An) 

btreie leinipg 
probleu 



miU WPII^ ''"^^ 

TEACHES TEACHER ^CHER 

MRS RATIO niPlLS TEACHERS mt S MIL 



18 6 



3.0 18 6 



3.0 18 6 



3.0 



241 

Speech 110 
botiODSliy disturbed 
Other 



2 120.S 241 4 60.2 241 3 80.3 
2 55.0 110 2 55.0 IlO 2 55.0 



I REfllUR PROGRAM DATA 



FISCAL VEARS 



ITBK 



Pupils m) 

Chfisrooi teachers (FTG) 

Tetcber/pupil ratio 

Ket operating cost per pupil 

TransportatioR cost per pupil 

lostnictlo&al supplies and 
e^ulpMDt cost per pupil 



1975 



1976 1971 



APPENDIXES 
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ERIC 



OREGON DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
942 Lancaster Drive, N.E. 
Sales, Oregon 97310 



SPECIAL EDOCATION 
AND SPECIAL SCHOOLS 



DATA FOR CALOJUTION OF THE 

l^strict: EQUIVALENT REGULAR PROGRAM ADM 

Pieroi FOH HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 



Page of 



PUPIL'S NAME 


1 

PRIMARY 
HANDICAPPING 
CONDITION 


NO. OF DAYS 
ENROLLED 
IN DISTRICT 


NO. OF DAYS 
%lim IN 
SPECIAL 
PROGRAM 


FRACTION OF 
DAY %m 
SPECIAL 

PERSONNEL* 


EQUIVALENT 
FFILL DAYS 

IN SPECIAL 
(4) X (5) 


(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


(5) 


(6) 























































































































































































APPENDIX B 



OREGON DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION SPECIAL EDUCATION 

942 Lancaster Drive, N.E. AND SPECIAL SCHOOLS 

Salem, Oregon 97310 

CALCULATION OP INDIRECT 
COST PER PUPIL (PDM) 

District: 

Fiscal year: 



Page of 



ACCOUNT NAME AND NUMBER 

1 - General Administration 

2300 $ - 500 (except 542 & 552) $ = $ 

2 . School Administration 

2400 $ - 500 (except 542 & 552) $ = $ 

3 . Business Office 
2510 + 

2520 $ - 500 (except 542 & 552) $ = $ 

4 . C lassroom Furni ture 

-536 $ - 500 (except 542 & 552) $_ = $ 

5. Operations and Maintenance 

2540 $ - 500 (except 542 & 552) $ = $_ 



6 . Internal 

2570 $ - 500 (except 542 & 552) $ = $ 

7. Central 

2600 $ - 500 (except 542 & 552) $ = $ 

8. Total Indirect Costs $ 

9. District ADM 

10. Indirect Cost Per Pupil (8+9) $ 



Form B 



ERIC 
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APPENDIX C 



OREGON DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
942 Lancaster Drive, N.E. 
Salem » Oregon 97310 



CALCULATION OF REGULAR PROGRAM 
DIRECT COST PER PUPIL (ADM) 

District: 

Fiscal year: 

Pacre of 

A. INSTRUCTION (K-12 , Regular School Year) 

Total Cost Less Student Activities 

(Function**) (Area of Responsibility**) 

1110, 1120, 23, 24, and 25 



1130, 1200 

$ - $ 

Instruction Subtotal — $ 

B. SUPPORT SERVICES 

1. Pupil (Function**) 2100 $ 

2. Instructional Staff 2200 $ ' 

3. Pupil Transportation 2550 $ 

Support Services Sub ^tal =: $ 



C. PAYMENTS TO OTHER GOVERNMENTAL UNITS 

Tot al Payments less Transportation Payments 

4100 $ 330 $ 

4200 $ 330 $ 

Net Payments $ 

D. SUBTOTAL Subtotal $ 

E. TUITION RECEIPTS (1311 + 1312 + 1313) Tuition $ 

F. NET DIRECT COST FOR RESIDENT PUPILS (D Minus E) $ 

G. LESS SPECIAL PROGRAM DIRECT COSTS (From Form 5164, $ 
line ) 

H. NET REGULAR PROGRAM DIRECT COSTS (F Minus G) $ 

I. TOTAL DISTRICT ADM 

J: LESS EQUIVALENT SPECIAL PROGRAM ADM FOR 

HANDICAPPED CHILDREN (Form A, Column 6) 

K. ADJUSTED REGULAR PROGRAM ADM (I Minus J) 

L. REGULAR PROGRAM DIRECT COST PER PUPIL (H + K) $ 



SPECIAL EDUCATION 
AND SPECIAL SCHOOLS 



Form C 



136 



APPENDIX D 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION SPECIAL EDUCATION 

942 Lancaster Drive, N.E. AND SPECIAL SCHOOLS 

Salem, Oregon 97310 

CALCULATION OF CLAIM FOR REIMBURSEMENT 
FOR THE EDUCATION OF HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 

District: . 

Fiscal year: 



Page of 



ERIC 



A. COST PER PUPIL: HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 

1. Indirect Cost : 

a. Indirect cost per pupil (Fonm B, line 10) $ 

b. District handicapped ADM (Form A, 
column 3) 

c. Indirect cost subtotal (a x b) $ 

2. Direct Regular Program Cost: 

a. Regular direct cost per pupil (Form C, 

line L) $ 

b. Equivalent regular program ADM 
(Form A, column 3 minus column 6) 

c. Direct regular program cost subtotal 

(a X b ) $ 

3. Direct Special Program Cost (Form 5164) $ 

4. Subtotal Handicapped Children (Ic + 2c + 3) $ 

5. District Handicapped ADM (Line Alb) 

6. Total Cost Per Pupil (4 + 5) $ 

B. COST PER PUPIL: NONHANDI CAPPED CHILDREN 

1. Indirect Cost Per Pupil (Line Ala) $ 

2. Regular Direct Cost Per Pupil (Line A2a) $ 

3. Total Cost Per Pupil (1+2) $ 

C. EXCESS COST PER PUPIL (A6 Minus B3) $ 

D. DISTRICT HANDICAPPED ADM (Alb) 

E. TOTAL EXCESS COST (C x D) $ 

F. REIMBURSEMENT (E x 30%) $ 

137 

Form D 



APPENDIX E-1 



OREGON DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION SPECIAL EDUCATION 

942 Lancaster Drive, N.E. AND SPECIAL SCHOOLS 

Salem, Oregon 97310 



CALCULATION OF INDIRECT 
COST PER PUPIL (PDM) 

District : Example 

Fiscal year: 197 5-76 



ACCOUNT NAME AND NUMBER 

1 . General Administration 

2300 $ 122,952 _ 500 (except 542 & 552) $ 



2. School Administration 



2400 $ 650,037 - 500 (except 542 & 552) $ 4,055 = $ 645,982 























3. 


Business Office 




















2510 + 

2520 $ 95,013 _ 500 


(except 


542 


& 


552) 


$ 




= $ 


95,013 


4. 


Classroom Furniture 




















2536 $ 500 


(except 


542 


& 


552) 


$ 




= $ 




5. 


Operations and Maintenance 


















2540 $1,013,868 - 5OO 


(except 


542 


& 


552) 


$ 


7,023 


= $1 


,006,845 


6. 


Internal 




















2570 $ 9,491 - 500 


(except 


542 


& 


552) 


$ 




= $ 


9,491 


7. 


Central 




















2600 $ 40,380 - 500 


(except 


542 


& 


552) 


$ 


1,000 


= $ 


39,380 


8. 


Total- Indirect Costs 














$1,919,663 


9. 


District ADM 
















4,997 


10. 


Indirect Cost Per Pupil 


(8 -s. 9) 












$ 


384.16 



Page of 



- := $ 122,952 



O Form B 



138 



APPENDIX E-2 



OREGON DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION SPECIAL EDUCATION 

942 Lancaster Drive, N.E. AND SPECIAL SCHOOLS 

Salem, Oregon 97310 



CALCULATION OF REGULAR PROGRAM 
DIRECT COST PER PUPIL (ADM) 



District: Example 

Fiscal year: 1975-76 

Page of 



A, INSTRUCTION (K-12, Regular School Year) 

Total Cost Less Student Activities 

(Function**) (Area of Responsibility**) 

1110, 1120, 23, 24, and 25 

1130, 1200 

$ 4,811,709 - $ 208,806 





Instruction Subtotal 




$ 


4,602,903 


B. 


SUPPORT SERVICES 

1. Pupil (Function**) 2100 $ 


291,972 








2. Instructional^taf f 2200 $ 


377,335 








3. Pupil Transportation 2550 $ 


162,437 








Support Services Subtotal 




$ 


831,744 


C. 


PAYMENTS TO OTHER GOVERNMENTAL UNITS 










Total Payments less Transportation Payments 








4100 $ - 330 $ 










4200 $ - 330 $ 










Net 


Payments 


$ 




D. 


SUBTOTAL 


Subtotal 


$ 


5,434,647 


E. 


TUITION RECEIPTS (1311 + 1312 + 1313) 


Tuition 


$ 


78,300 


F. 


NET DIRECT COST FOR RESIDENT PUPILS (D Minus 


E) 


$ 


5,356,347 


G. 


LESS SPECIAL PROGRAM DIRECT COSTS (From Form 


5164 , 


$ 


339,892 




line ) 








H. 


NET„REGULAR PROGRAM DIRECT COSTS (F Minus G) 




$ 


5,016,455 


I. 


TOTAL DISTRICT ADM 


4,997 






J. 


LESS EQUIVALENT SPECIAL PROGRAM ADM FOR 
HANDICAPPED CHILDREN (Form A, Column 6) 


135 






K. 


ADJUSTED REGULAR PROGRAM ADM (I Minus J) 






4,862 


L. 


REGULAR PROGRAM DIRECT COST PER PUPIL (H + K) 




$ 


1,031.77 
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APPENDIX E-3 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION SPECIAL EDUCATION 

942 Lancaster Drive, N.E, AND SPECIAL SCHOOLS 

Salem, Oregon 97310 

CALCULATION OF CLAIM FOR REIMBURSEMENT 
FOR THE EDUCATION OF HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 

District: Example 



Fiscal year: 1975-76 

Page of 

A. COST PER PUPIL: HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 

1. Indirect Cost : 

a. Indirect cost per pupil (Form B, line 10) $ 384,16 

b. District handicapped ADM (Form A, 

column 3) 400 

c. Indirect cost subtotal (a x lb) $ 153,664 

2. Direct Regular Program Cost: 

a. Regular direct cost per pupil (Foim C, 

line L) $ 1,031,77 

b. Equivalent regular program ADM 

(Form A, column 3 minus column 6) 265 

c. Direct regular program cost subtotal 

X b ) $ 273,419 

3. Direct Special Program Cost (Form 5164) $ 339,892 

4. Subtotal Handicapped Children (Ic + 2c + 3) $ 766,975 

5. District Handicapped ADM (Line Alb) 400 

6. Total Cost Per Pupil (4 + 5) $ 1,917,44 

B. COST PER PUPIL: NONHANDI CAPPED CHILDREN 

1. Indirect Cost Per Pupil (Line Ala) $ 384.16 

2. Regular Direct Cost Per Pupil (Line A2a) $ 1,031,77 

3. Total Cost Per Pupil (1 + 2) $ 1,415.93 

C. EXCESS COST PER PUPIL (A6 Minus B3) $ 501.51 

D. DISTRICT HANDICAPPED ADM (Alb) 400 

E. TOTAL EXCESS COST (C x D) $ 200,604 

F. REIMBURSEMENT (E x 30%) $ 60,181 



APPENDIX E-4 
Page 1 of 3 



PROCEDURES USED IN THE ILLUSTRATION 

To obtain the direct costs of special education (step 1), 
we simply copied the total that we had actually estimated for that 
district in 1975-1976. TMs amount was not adjusted for the cost 
elements which we have recommended adding to the definition of 
direct costs of special education; hence, the reimbursement derived 
in the example slightly understates the amount that would result 
from full implementation of our recommendations. 

In step 2 of the formula, rather than making up a list 
of students with assumed data in order to complete Form A, we used 
other statistical data obtained from the district to estimate the 
following : 

Number of handicapped pupils served 450 
Equivalent regular program ADM 265 
Equivalent special program ADM 135 
Total district ADM for handicapped pupils 400 

Normally, these student data would have been obtained from Form A, 
as described above. 

Step 3 consisted of completing Form B to estimate the 
indirect cost per pupil for the school district in the example. 
The dollar amounts were copied from "-.he official district budget; 
in practice, actual amounts from the district's financial reports 
should be used instead of budgeted figures. The calculation of 
indirect cost per pupil is straight-forward and should be apparent 
from the example form (Appendix E-1). 

Step 4, the calculation of regular program direct cost 
per pupil, was accomplished using Form C. The completed form is 
shown in Appendix E-2. As in step 3, the dollar amounts were 
copied from the appropriate budget accounts, although actual 
rather than budgeted figures would have been used, had they been 
available. 



APPENDIX E-4 
Page 2 of 3 



The computations to obtain line F, the net direct cost 
for resident pupils, involve the addition of the expense categories 
listed, less the amount of tuition receipts from other school dis- 
_ . tricts. Note that line F includes both regular and special program 
direct costs. Line G, the special program direct costs, was copied 
from the estimate of claimable costs for the district in the example. 
Normally, the amount would be found at the bottom line of Form #5164, 
which is the current claim for reimbursement form. 

Line H is the net regular program direct costs that 
resultv from subtracting special program direct costs (line G) from 
the total direct cost incurred by the school district (line F). 

Lines I through K calculate the adjusted district regu- 
lar program ADM, which is defined as the total district ADM less 
the equivalent special program ADM for handicapped children 
(obtained from the data on Form A). The result is divided into the 
net regular program direct costs (line H) to obtain the regular pro- 
gram cost per pupil (line L). 

Steps 6 through 8 are accomplished using Form D (Appendix 
E-3). The average cost per pupil for handicapped children is computed 
in Section A of the form. The figures for the computation are copied 
as 4pdicated from Forms A through C, already completed. The total 
is obtained by adding the district indirect, regular program direct, 
and special program direct costs. 

Different ADMs are used in each of these computations. 
Indirect cost is computed using the total district ADM corres- 
ponding to the handicapped children served in the special education 
program. This reflects the assumption that all children share 
equally in the indirect or overhead cost of the district, whether 
handicapped or not. In determining the regular program direct cost, 
we used the ADM corresponding to the time that handicapped children 
spent in the regular program. This is consistent with the methods 
used to compute interdistrict tuition payments, and the "flat grant" 
portion of basic school support, both of which assume, in effect, 
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APPENDIX E-4 
Page 3 of 3 

* 

that the cost incurred is proportional to the time that the child 
spends in the program. The determination of the direct special 
program cost does not involve the use of a pupil statistic; it is 
obtained simply by totaling the cost categories identified with 
special education resource utilization. 

The total cost of educating handicapped children 
(line A. 4) is divided by the total district handicapped ADM 
(line A. 5) to obtain the cost per pupil (line A. 6). 

Step 7, the determination of the cost per pupil for 
nonhandicapped children, is carried out in Section B of the form. 
In contrast with the so-called "regular per capita cost," this 
cost figure represents the cost for nonhandicapped children only, 
since the cost and ADM pertaining to handicapped children have been 
i-emoved. Hence, the amount on line B, 3 provides a legitimate 
basis for determining the excess cost of educating handicapped 
children, as is accomplished on lines C through E. 

In calculating the district grant, we assumed that 
30 percent of the excess costs would be State reimbursed. 
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